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Title  3 — ^The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4239 

National  Highway  Week,  1973 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

Since  the  United  States  was  established,  nearly  two  centuries  ago, 
highways  have  been  our  Nation’s  lifelines. 

In  our  early  days,  the  roads— crude  as  they  were — enabled  our  Nation 
to  expand  until  the  Atlantic  was  linked  to  the  Pacific.  Roads  symbolized 
the  adventurous  spirit  of  our  ancestors  as  wagon  trains  rolled  ever 
westward  into  new  sections  of  our  country. 

And  as  the  highway  system  expanded,  so,  too,  did  our  Nation’s 
economy. 

Today,  highways  are  a  vital  connecting  link  in  America’s  balanced 
transportation  system.  They  are  essential  to  the  achievement  of  our 
economic  and  social  goals.  And  they  continue  to  manifest  the  .‘\merican 
spirit  of  independence,  enabling  us  to  come  and  go  when  and  where 
we  please. 

At  the  same  time,  highway  transportation  poses  new  challenges  today 
that  can  be  met  only  by  determined  and  imaginative  effort. 

We  must  work  to  enhance  the  efficiency  of  all  transportation  so  that 
we  can  better  conserve  our  fuel  supplies  and  reduce  urban  congestion. 
I  urge  all  Americans  to  join  in  this  effort,  to  make  use  of  public  trans¬ 
portation  and  carpools  wherever  possible,  and  to  otherwise  save  motor 
fuel. 

We  must  harmonize  highway  transportation  with  our  environment 
so  that  we  can  more  fully  enjoy  the  blessings  of  nature  and  the  works 
of  man. 

All  of  us  must  do  our  very  best  to  prevent  highway  accidents,  reducing 
the  unacceptable  price  we  pay  each  day  in  death  and  suffering  on  our 
roadways. 

The  Federal- Aid  Highway  Act  of  1973,  which  I  recently  signed  into 
law,  will  provide  a  major  tool  in  meeting  these  challenges  by  giving  State 
and  local  officials  a  broader  range  of  alternative  solutions  as  they  address 
their  transportation  requirements. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  38,  NO.  1 72— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  6,  1973 


24192 


THE  PRESIDENT 


Only  by  meeting  these  challenges  today  can  we  continue  to  enjoy  the 
full  benefits  of  our  highway  system  tomorrow. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  RICHARD  NIXON,  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  proclaim  the  week  beginning 
September  23,  1973,  as  National  Highway  Week.  I  urge  Federal,  State, 
and  local  government  officials,  as  well  as  highway  industry  and  other 
organizations,  to  hold  appropriate  observances  during  that  week,  recog¬ 
nizing  the  benefits  which  highway  transportation  has  provided  for  our 
country  in  the  past  and  reflecting  on  how  we  can  best  continue  to  realize 
those  benefits  in  the  future. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  fourth 
day  of  September,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy-three, 
and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  one 
hundred  ninty-eighth. 


[FR  Doc.73-19028  Filed  9-4-73  ;2 :44  pm] 
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PROCLAMATION  4240 

United  Nations  Day,  1973 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Prcx:lamation 

Each  year  the  peoples  of  the  world  celebrate  October  24  as  United 
Nations  Day,  recalling  the  date  in  1945  when  the  United  Nations  Charter 
came  into  force.  This  is  an  appropriate  occasion  for  people  everywhere 
to  renew  their  adherence  to  the  Charter  ideals  of  peace  and  human 
rights,  and  their  determination  to  promote  economic  and  social  progress 
and  a  greater  measure  of  justice  and  freedom  for  all. 

This  year  the  anniversary  occurs  at  a  time  of  dramatic  change  in  world 
affairs.  Wc  sense  the  promise  of  a  more  peaceful  world  and  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  new  strides  in  intemationzil  cooperation. 

As  the  world  climate  improves,  the  prospects  will  grow  for  using  the 
United  Nations  to  alleviate  political  disputes  and  for  broadening  its 
constructive  activity  in  the  social,  economic  and  technological  fields. 

In  some  areas,  international  cooperation  is  already  a  longstanding' 
tradition — moving  the  international  mails,  regulating  international 
communications  and  transportation,  preventing  the  worldwide  spread 
of  disease,  developing  international  standards  of  practice  in  labor,  and 
many  others. 

More  recently,  the  United  Nations  and  other  international  agencies 
have  begun  to  work  in  other  areas — devising  safeguards,  for  example, 
for  the  production  of  nuclear  energy  and  rules  concerning  man’s  use  of 
outer  space;  extending  the  rule  of  law  over  the  exploitation  of  the  oceans; 
protecting  the  environment;  protecting  the  rights  of  refugees  and 
prisoners  of  war;  and  inhibiting  the  international  traffic  in  narcotic 
drugs.  Efforts  are  ako  underway  to  cope  with  the  problems  of  population 
growth  and  with  the  hijacking  of  aircraft  and  other  forms  of  international 
terrorism. 

In  the  years  ahead  the  growing  interdependence  of  nations  will 
inevitably  require  international  institutions  to  be  even  more  effective 
in  dealing  with  this  new  agenda.  We  need  to  create  new  arrangements 
to  control  new  technologies  for  the  common  good.  We  must  bridge  the 
interests  of  rich  and  poor  countries  on  matters  of  trade  and  aid.  We 
must  facilitate  the  exchange  of  technical  and  scientific  knowledge  and 
encourage  modes  of  cooperative  behavior  which  will  permit  nations 
to  live  together  in  concord. 

Within  this  framework  I  hope  all  Americans  will  continue  to  appreciate 
and  analyze,  soberly  and  realistically,  the  benefits  they  and  all  peoples 
gain  from  international  cooperation — within  the  United  Nations  and 
other  institutions — to  meet  the  challenges  of  the  modern  world. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  RICHARD  NIXON,  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  designate  Wednesday,  October  24, 
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1973,  as  United  Naticms  Day.  I  urge  the  citizens  of  this  Nation  to  observe 
that  day  with  community  programs  which  will  promote  understanding 
and  support  for  the  United  Nations  and  its  affiliated  agencies. 

I  have  appointed  Donald  S.  MacNaughton  to  be  United  States 
National  Chairman  for  United  Nations  Day  and,  through  him,  I  call 
upon  State  and  local  officials  to  encourage  citizens’  groups  and  agencies 
of  communication — press,  radio,  television,  and  motion  pictures — to 
engage  in  appropriate  observ  ances  of  United  Nations  Day  in  cooperation 
with  the  United  Nations  Association  of  the  United  States  of  America 
and  other  interested  organizations. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  fourth 
day  of  September,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy-three, 
and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  one 
hundred  and  ninety-eighth. 


[FR  Doc.73-19029  FUed  9-t-73;2:44  pm] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGiSTER  contains  reguiatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  4 — Accounts 

CHAPTER  III— COST  ACCOUNTING 
STANDARDS  BOARD 

PART  400— DEFINITIONS 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Section  400.1(a)  is  amended  by  insert¬ 
ing  the  following  definitions  alpha¬ 
betically: 

§  400.1  Definitions. 

(a)  *  •  * 

Directly  associated  cost. — Any  cost 
which  is  generated  solely  as  a  result  of 
the  incurrence  of  another  cost,  and  which 
would  not  have  been  incurred  had  the 
other  cost  not  been  incurred. 

«  *  •  •  • 

Expressly  unallowable  cost. — A  partic¬ 
ular  item  or  type  of  cost  which,  under  the 
express  provisions  of  an  applicable  law, 
regulatimi,  or  contract,  is  specifically 
named  and  stated  to  be  unallowable. 

•  •  •  «  • 

Unallowable  cost. — Any  cost  which, 
imder  the  provisions  of  any  pertinent 
law.  regulation,  or  contract,  cannot  be 
included  in  prices,  cost  reimbursements, 
or  settlements  imder  a  Government  con¬ 
tract  to  which  it  is  allocable. 

(84  Stat.  796,  sec.  103;  50  U.S.C.  App.  2168) 

Arthur  Schoenhaut, 
Executive  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.73-18680  Filed  9-5-73;8;45  am] 


PART  405— ACCOUNTING  FOR 
UNALLOWABLE  COSTS 

Negotiated  National  Defense  Contracts 

The  Standard  on  Accounting  for  Un¬ 
allowable  Costs  is  one  of  a  series  being 
promulgated  by  the  Cost  Accounting 
Standards  Board  pursuant  to  section  719 
of  the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950, 
as  amended.  Pub.  L.  91-379,  50  U.S.C. 
app.  2168,  which  provides  for  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  Cost  Accounting  Standards  to  be 
used  in  connection  with  negotiated  na¬ 
tional  defense  contracts. 

Work  preliminary  to  the  development 
of  this  Standard  was  started  as  a  result 
of  recognition  of  the  continuing  problem 
concerning  the  accounting  treatment  of 
unallowable  contract  costs.  There  has 
been  a  lack  of  uniformity  or  comparabil¬ 
ity  in  the  cost  accounting  treatment  ac¬ 
corded  unallowable  costs  after  specific 
determination  of  their  unallowability. 
There  have  also  been  reported  problems 
concerning  the  content  of  indirect-cost 
allocation  bases  where  unallowable  costs 
are  involved.  Further,  there  have  been 
instances  reported  of  inclusion  of  un¬ 


allowable  costs  in  the  base  for  progress 
payment  billings. 

There  is  no  present  requirement  in 
agency  regulations  for  contractor  iden¬ 
tification  of  unallowable  costs.  As  a  re¬ 
sult,  reports  prepared  by  Government 
auditors  contain  frequent  references  to 
costs  which  are  known  to  be  unallowable 
but  disclosed  only  through  an  audit.  The 
Board  has  concluded  that  the  identifica¬ 
tion  of  costs  determined  to  be  unallow¬ 
able  should  be  the  subject  of  a  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standard. 

This  Standard  requires  the  identifi¬ 
cation  of  specific  costs  at  the  time  such 
costs  first  become  defined  or  authorita¬ 
tively  designated  as  unallowable.  The 
Standard  also  establishes  emidelines  for 
the  cost  accounting  treatment  to  be  ac¬ 
corded  such  identified  costs.  The  Board 
believes  that  application  of  this  Stand¬ 
ard  will  provide  a  greater  degree  of  uni¬ 
formity  in  the  determination  of  costs 
of  negotiated  defense  contracts. 

Early  research  on  this  Standard  in¬ 
cluded  a  review  of  available  literature 
on  the  subject,  a  review  of  the  decisions 
of  contract  appeals  boards  and  courts, 
and  meetings  with  contractors  and 
other  organizations  and  individuals 
concerning  their  operations  and  phi¬ 
losophy  relative  to  the  treatment  of  un¬ 
allowable  costs. 

This  research  led  to  the  publication 
of  a  proposed  Cost  Accounting  Stand¬ 
ard  in  the  Federal  Register  of  March 
30,  1973,  with  an  invitation  for  inter¬ 
ested  pcirties  to'  submit  written  data, 
views,  and  comments  to  the  Board.  To 
assure  that  those  who  had  already  ex¬ 
pressed  interest  in  the  proposed  Stand¬ 
ard  had  an  opportunity  to  comment, 
the  Board  supplemented  the  Federal 
Register  notice  by  sending  copies  of 
the  published  material  directly  to  sev¬ 
eral  hundred  organizations  and  individ¬ 
uals. 

Responses  were  received  from  67 
sources,  consisting  of  individual  com¬ 
panies,  Government  agencies,  profes¬ 
sional  associations,  industry  associa¬ 
tions,  public  accounting  firms  and 
others.  All  of  these  comments  have  been 
carefully  considered  by  the  Board. 
Those  comments  which  are  of  particu¬ 
lar  significance  are  discussed  below,  to¬ 
gether  with  an  explanation  of  the 
changes  made  to  the  proposed  Stand¬ 
ard  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  March  30. 1973. 

Government  commentators  generally 
regarded  a  requirement  for  identifica¬ 
tion  of  unallowable  costs  as  being  rea¬ 
sonable  and  desirable  as  long  as  it  rec¬ 
ognized  that  there  is  room  for  agency 
judgment  relative  to  the  allowability 
of  individual  cost  elements.  The  reaction 


from  industry  sources  was  generally  in 
opposition  to  a  Standard  on  this  sub¬ 
ject.  The  reaction  from  other  commen¬ 
tators  was  mixed.  The  Board  notes  that 
in  the  comments  by  industry  represent¬ 
atives  are  a  significant  number  of  ad¬ 
missions  that  at  least  some  unallowable 
costs  can  be  identified  clearly  in  ad¬ 
vance  and,  in  fact,  are  so  identified  by 
many  contractors. 

The  Board  has  greatly  benefited  from 
the  many  comments  it  received  on  the 
Standard  as  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  30,  1973.  The  Board 
take  this  opportunity  to  express  its 
appreciation  for  the  suggestions  it  has 
received,  and  for  the  time  devoted  to 
assisting  the  Board  in  this  endeavor  by 
the  many  companies  and  individuals 
involved. 

1.  General — Need  for  a  Standard. — 
Those  who  took  specific  exception  to  the 
need  for  or  propriety  of  a  Standard 
raised  a  number  of  issues.  Following  is 
a  summary  and  discussion  of  each  of  the 
major  issues  raised: 

(a)  Existing  procurement  regulations 
and  procedures  are  adequate  to  resolve 
what  is  essentially  an  administrative  is¬ 
sue.  and  are  more  appropriately  relied 
upon  for  accomplishing  the  stated  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  Standard. 

The  Board  does  not  agree  with  this 
argument.  Although  the  regulations  of 
prociuement  agencies  deal  extensively 
with  the  definition  of  those  items  of 
cost  which  are  not  to  be  accepted  as  al¬ 
lowable  under  Government  contracts, 
they  do  not  require  contractor  identifi¬ 
cation  of  unallowable  costs  and  provide 
only  minimal  guidance  as  to  the  cost  ac¬ 
counting  treatment  to  be  accorded  such 
costs. 

The  Board  notes  that  the  idea  of  “un¬ 
allowable  costs’’  is  a  concept  not  gener¬ 
ally  applied  in  commercial  cost  accoimt- 
ing,  and  that  it  apparently  has  no  direct 
relevance  to  the  process  of  allocating 
costs  incurred  to  final  cost  objectives. 
The  Board’s  function  is  to  promulgate 
Cost  Accounting  Standards  to  “be  used 
by  all  relevant  Federal  agencies  and  by 
defense  contractors  and  subcontractors 
in  estimating,  accumulating,  and  report¬ 
ing  costs  in  connection  with  the  pricing, 
administration  and  settlement  of  all  ne¬ 
gotiated  prime  contract  and  subcontract 
national  defense  procurements  with  the 
United  States  in  excess  of  $100,000."  ’The 
Identification  and  measurement  of  unal¬ 
lowable  costs  are  directly  relevant  to  this 
function.  In  the  performance  of  its  as¬ 
signed  responsibility,  therefore,  the 
Board  finds  that  a  Standard  establishing 
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a  concept  of  unallowable  costs  and  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  identification,  measure¬ 
ment,  and  reporting  of  such  costs  will 
be  useful  and  desirable. 

The  Board  believes  that  recognition 
of  the  cost  accoimting  concept  that  all 
costs  incurred  in  carrying  on  the  activi¬ 
ties  of  an  enterprise  are  allocable  to  the 
cost  objectives  of  the  enterprise  is  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  maintenance  of  sound  and 
consistent  contract  cost  accounting.  This 
is  particularly  significant  in  providing 
for  consistent  policies  governing  alloca¬ 
tions  of  indirect  costs,  as  discussed  in 
greater  detail  in  connection  with  the  is¬ 
sue  of  indirect-cost  allocation  bases.  It 
is  also  important  in  connection  with  the 
profit  determinations  of  the  Renego¬ 
tiation  Board,  where  it  is  necessary  to 
determine  the  total  costs  properly  allo¬ 
cable  to  renegotiable  contracts.  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standards  should  result  in  de¬ 
termination  of  costs  which  are  allocable 
to  contracts  and  other  cost  objectives. 
The  use  of  Cost  Accoimting  Standards, 
however,  has  no  direct  bearing  on  allow¬ 
ability  determinations. 

(b)  The  published  proposal  constitutes 
an  inflexible  procedural  requirement 
rather  than  a  cost  accounting  standard; 
it  deals  with  minutiae  and  will  necessi¬ 
tate  considerable  additional  accounting 
effort  and  record  keeping- 
The  Standard  does  not  specify  or  re¬ 
quire  any  specific  type  or  detail  of  record 
keeping.  The  Board  does  not  believe  that 
a  requirement  for  contractor  identifica¬ 
tion  of  costs  known  to  be  unallowable,  or 
which  have  clearly  been  designated  as 
unallowable,  represents  an  undue  bur¬ 
den.  It  is  reinforced  in  this  belief  by  the 
fact,  as  stated  in  several  of  the  comments 
received  and  as  further  shown  by  the 
Board’s  research,  that  many  contrac¬ 
tors  already  provide  this  identification, 
and  often  with  a  greater  detail  of  re¬ 
corded  cost  segregation  than  is  required 
by  the  Standard.  Revised  wording  has 
been  provided  to  make  clear  the  Board’s 
intent  to  require  only  such  detail  and 
depth  of  cost  allocation  and  record  keep¬ 
ing  as  is  necessary  to  provide  appropriate 
cost  visibility.  Provisions  for  accounting 
recognition  of  unallowable  costs  are  con¬ 
sidered  appropriate  for  a  Standard. 

The  Board  does  not  agree  that  this 
Standard  deals  with  minutiae.  A  signif¬ 
icant  amount  of  the  time  of  both  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  contractor  personnel  is 
spent  in  identifying  contract  costs  and 
in  negotiating  their  allowability.  The 
cumulative  impact  of  unallowable  costs 
can  significantly  affect  contract  cost  re¬ 
imbursement  and  pricing.  For  example, 
in  fiscal  year  1973,  the  Department  of 
Defense  disallowed  costs  exceeding  $200 
million.  ’The  Board  believes  that  a 
Standard  which  will  foster  earlier  and 
more  precise  identification  of  imallow- 
able  costs,  and  thereby  narrow  the  areas 
of  cost  search,  disagreement  and  nego¬ 
tiation  of  differences,  wrill  be  beneficial. 

(c)  A  Standard  requiring  specific 
identification  of  unallowable  costs  will 
only  lead  to  added  controversy  and  im¬ 
pair  the  freedom  of  contracting  parties 


to  negotiate  equitable  treatment  of 
costs. 

This  issue  is  closely  related  to  the 
first  issue  discussed  above,  but  is  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  problems  and  interpreta¬ 
tive  differences  involved  in  the 
classification  of  costs  as  allowable  or 
unallowable. 

The  Board  acknowledges  that  there 
may  seldom  be  full  agreement  between 
the  parties  to  a  contract  as  to  all  of  the 
specific  items  of  costs  which  are  unal¬ 
lowable  under  pertinent  laws,  regula¬ 
tions  and  contractual  provisions,  and 
that  negotiation  must,  therefore,  be  re¬ 
sorted  to  as  a  practical  means  of  resolv¬ 
ing  differences.  The  Standard  does  not 
contemplate  interference  with  such  ne¬ 
gotiations.  However,  by  requiring  con¬ 
sistent  cost  accounting  recognition  and 
appropriate  accoimting  treatment  of 
costs  agreed  to  be  unallowable,  or  which 
are  authoritatively  designated  as  un¬ 
allowable,  the  Standard  should  encour¬ 
age  more  definitive  negotiated  agree¬ 
ments.  More  specificity  in  agreements 
should  help  to  limit  the  areas  of  future 
negotiation  or  dispute  to  those  where 
there  is  a  rational  basis  for  disagree¬ 
ment. 

2.  Directly  Associated  Costs. — ^The 
published  version  of  the  proposed 
Standard  defined  a  directly  associated 
cost  as,  “Any  cost  which  is  generated 
solely  as  a  result  of  the  incurrence  of 
another  cost  and  which  would  not  have 
been  incurred  had  the  other  cost  not 
been  incurred.”  It  then  provided,  in  ef¬ 
fect,  that  directly  associated  costs  of 
identified  unallowable  costs  should  be 
included  with  the  unallowable  costs  with 
which  they  associated,  and  be  accorded 
similar  cost  accounting  treatment. 
These  provisions  of  the  Standard,  which 
were  intended  solely  to  cover  costs  which 
were  incremental  with  respect  to  iden¬ 
tified  unallowable  costs,  drew  comment 
from  disparate  sources.  Those  who  dis¬ 
agreed  with  any  attribution  of  nonallow¬ 
ability  to  costs  which  were  not  unallow¬ 
able  by  nature  but  merely  by  association 
were  opposed  to  the  directly  associated 
cost  concept.  Also,  some  of  those  favor¬ 
ing  such  attribution,  while  not  opposed 
to  the  concept,  interpreted  the  Stand¬ 
ard  as  encroaching  upon,  or  narrowing 
the  application  of,  existing  regulatory 
provisions  governing  cost  disallowances, 
and  expressed  disagreement  with  the 
proposed  coverage  on  this  basis.  After 
careful  consideration  of  the  comments 
on  this  issue,  the  Board  has  concluded 
that  coverage  in  the  Standard  of  di¬ 
rectly  associated  costs  is  appropriate 
and  necessary. 

The  Board  notes  that  various  regula¬ 
tory  provisions  use  such  nondefinitive 
terms  as  “corollary  administrative  costs,” 
“related  collection  costs,”  “related  legal 
costs,”  “incidental  costs  relating 
thereto,”  “other  related  costs,”  etc.,  in 
describing  imallowable  costs.  In  such 
cases,  the  Board  considers  that  the 
Identification  and  measurement  of  costs 
covered  by  these  broadly  worded  pro¬ 
visions  is  a  function  of  cost  accounting, 
and  therefore  appropriate  for  coverage  in 


this  Cost  Accounting  Standard  as  di¬ 
rectly  associated  costs. 

In  light  of  the  above  considerations, 
the  Board  has  retained  coverage  of  di¬ 
rectly  associated  costs.  The  Board,  how¬ 
ever,  recognizes  that  treatment  of  a  cost 
as  an  unallowable  directly  associated 
cost  in  certain  circumstances  could  re¬ 
sult  in  double  counting  with  respect  to 
a  class  or  category  of  costs  included  in  an 
indirect-cost  pool  that  will  be  allocated 
over  a  base  containing  the  designated  un¬ 
allowable  cost  with  which  the  cost  in 
question  is  associated.  In  such  circum¬ 
stances,  the  Standard  requires  that  the 
cost  shall  not  be  classified  as  a  directly 
associated  cost,  but  rather  shall  be  re¬ 
tained  in  the  indirect-cost  pool  and  al¬ 
located  through  the  regular  allocation 
process. 

3.  Expressly  Unallowable  Costs. — ^The 
requirement  in  the  proposed  Standard 
for  contractor  identification  of  “costs 
which  are  patently  unallowable”  gave 
rise  to  expressions  of  concern  on  the  part 
of  a  number  of  respondents.  These 
ranged  from  allegations  of  general  im¬ 
practicability  of  compliance  to  appre¬ 
hensions  that  the  lack  of  a  clear 
definition  would  lead  to  overzealous  im¬ 
plementation  by  auditors  and  contract¬ 
ing  officers  and  to  increased  controversy. 

Various  alternative  suggestions  were 
made  by  commentators.  One  such  sug¬ 
gestion  was  that  identification  be  re¬ 
quired  only  when  there  is  mutual  agree¬ 
ment  on  unallowable  costs  by  the  parties 
to  a  contract.  This,  however,  would  be 
likely  to  minimize  one  of  the  benefits  of 
the  Standard;  namely,  the  reduction  of 
the  time  and  effort  spent  in  audit  and 
negotiation  covering  costs  whose  non- 
allowabihty  is  obvious.  Also,  items  re¬ 
quiring  agreement  are  covered  by  other 
provisions  of  the  Standard. 

A  second  suggestion  made  by  respond¬ 
ents  was  that  this  requirement  be  made 
applicable  only  to  costs  which  the  con¬ 
tractor  considers  or  determines  to  be 
“patently”  unallowable.  This  suggestion, 
however,  is  subject  to  the  obvious  criti¬ 
cism  that  any  requirement  that  would 
provide  the  party  subject  thereto  with 
absolute  freedom  of  choice  as  to  what 
constitutes  compliance  would  be  of  dubi¬ 
ous  effectiveness.  The  Standard,  of 
course,  clearly  provides  for  the  contrac¬ 
tor  to  be  the  party  having  the  primary 
responsibility  for  making  the  initial  de¬ 
termination  as  to  what  costs  incurred  by 
him  are  obviously  unallowable. 

A  third  suggestion  offered  by  respond¬ 
ents  was  that  the  Standard  provide  a  def¬ 
inition,  or  examples,  covering  the  costs 
which  are  considered  to  be  “patently” 
unallowable.  The  Board  felt  that  this 
suggestion  had  merit.  Because  of  ap¬ 
parent  confusion  as  to  the  usa^e  of  the 
term  “patently,”  the  Board  has  substi¬ 
tuted  the  word  “expressly”  in  the  Stand¬ 
ard,  and  has  included  a  definition  of  “ex¬ 
pressly  unallowable  cost.”  Most  of  the 
items  of  cost  that  are  of  the  type  re¬ 
quired  to  be  accounted  for  as  expressly 
unallowable  are  specified  in  agency  pro¬ 
curement  regulations  (e.g.,  ASPR  15- 
205).  It  would  not  be  practical  to  list 
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the  items  of  cost  that  may  be  made  ex¬ 
pressly  imallowable  under  the  specific 
provisions  of  contracts.  The  Board,  in 
its  definition  of  an  “expressly  unallow¬ 
able  cost,”  has  used  the  word  “expressly” 
in  the  broad  dictionary  sense — ^that 
which  is  in  direct  or  iinmistakable  terms. 

With  regard  to  the  stated  concern 
about  overzealous  implementation  by 
auditors  and  contracting  officers,  the 
Board  has  previously  stated  that  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  its  rules,  regulations,  and 
Cost  Accounting  Standards  should  be 
reasonable.  The  Board  anticipates  that 
this  nile  of  reason  be  applied  in  the 
implementation  of  this  Standard.  Thus, 
where  a  good  faith  effort  has  been  made 
by  a  contractor,  in  the  development  and 
implementation  of  his  cost  accounting 
rules,  procedures,  and  practices,  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  identification  of  expressly  un¬ 
allowable  costs,  it  is  intended  that  in¬ 
advertent  failure  to  properly  classify  a 
particular  item  of  cost  will  not  be  re¬ 
garded  as  noncompliance. 

The  Board  has  retained  the  require¬ 
ment  for  contractor  identification  of 
costs  which  are  unequivocally  made  un¬ 
allowable  by  the  express  provisions  of  an 
applicable  law,  regulation  or  contract. 
The  Standard,  however,  has  been  revised 
to  make  clearer  the  accoimting  distinc¬ 
tion  between  costs  which  are  either  ex¬ 
pressly  imallowable  or  mutually  agreed 
to  be  unallowable  and  costs  which  are 
designated  as  unallowable  by  the  unilat¬ 
eral  exercise  of  a  contracting  officer’s 
authority  under  contract  disputes  pro¬ 
cedures.  Solely  for  the  purposes  of  this 
distinction,  the  provision  in  the  revised 
Standard  setting  forth  the  identification 
requirement  for  expressly  unallowable 
and  mutually  agreed  unallowable  costs 
also  specifies  that  these  are  costs  which 
shall  be  excluded  from  Government- 
contract  billings,  claims,  or  proposals. 

4.  Indirect-cost  allocation  bases. — By 
far  the  largest  number  of  comments  were 
addressed  to  the  requirement  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  §  405.40  of  the  proposed 
Standard,  that  unallowable  costs  shall 
be  subject  to  the  same  cost  accoimting 
requirements  as  allowable  costs  in  de¬ 
termining  the  content  of  cost-oriented 
bases  for  allocation  of  indirect  costs. 
This  is  an  issue  which  appears  to  have 
produced  an  almost  complete  polariza¬ 
tion  of  the  viewpoints  of  Government 
representatives  and  of  the  parties  with 
whom  they  contract. 

Current  agency  regulations  (e.g., 
ASPR  15-203(c))  provide,  in  essence, 
that  indirect-cost  allocation  bases  should 
not  be  fragmented  for  purposes  of  re¬ 
moving  individual  elements  therefrom. 
They  therefore  provide  that  unallow¬ 
able  costs  in  an  allocation  base  shall 
“bear”  their  pro  rata  share  of  the  indi¬ 
rect  costs  in  the  pool  being  distributed. 
The  wording  of  these  regulatory  provi¬ 
sions  has  commonly  been  interpreted 
as  meaning  that  the  indirect  costs  shall 
assume  the  allowability  status  of  the 
costs  in  the  allocation  base.  Comments 
on  this  regfulatory  requirement,  there¬ 
fore,  have  centered  on  the  issue  of  mak¬ 
ing  otherwise  allowable  costs  unallow¬ 
able,  rather  than  on  the  broader 


accounting  principles  that  should  gov¬ 
ern  cost  allocation. 

As  previously  indicated,  the  Board  be¬ 
lieves  that  the  issues  concerning  cost  al¬ 
location  and  those  relating  to  cost 
allowance  are  distinct  and  separate.  Al¬ 
lowability  should  not  be  a  factor  in  the 
selection  or  in  the  determination  of  the 
content  of  an  allocation  base  used  to 
distribute  a  pool  of  indirect  costs.  The 
appropriateness  of  a  particular  alloca¬ 
tion  base  should  be  determined  primarily 
in  terms  of  its  distributive  character¬ 
istics.  Any  selective  fragmentation  of 
that  base  which  eliminates  given  base 
elements  for  only  some  of  the  relevant 
cost  objectives  would  produce  a  distor¬ 
tion  in  the  resulting  allocations.  The 
Board,  therefore,  is  retaining  the  re¬ 
quirement  that  unallowable  costs  be 
subject  to  the  same  cost  accounting 
principles  as  those  governing  allowable 
costs. 

Where  an  item,  activity,  or  function 
has  been  deemed  unallowable  by  other 
relevant  authority,  the  Board  in  this 
Standard  has  approached  the  determi¬ 
nation  of  the  costs  related  to  the  imal¬ 
lowable  item,  activity,  or  function  in 
three  stages  (a)  Its  direct  cost,  (b)  its 
directly  associated  cost,  and  (c)  the 
indirect  costs  allocable  by  means  of  a 
base  containing  such  costs.  This  has 
been  done  because,  while  there  is  usu¬ 
ally  no  question  that  the  relevant  au¬ 
thority  intended  that  the  direct  cost  (a) 
be  disallowed,  there  may  be  questions 
as  to  whether  costs  (b)  and  (c),  other¬ 
wise  allowable,  were  intended  to  be  dis¬ 
allowed.  The  latter  two  costs  are,  there¬ 
fore,  required  to  be  separately  identified 
and  measured  so  that  their  allowability 
can  be  resolved  through  the  procure¬ 
ment  process. 

In  concluding  that  indirect-cost  allo¬ 
cation  bases  should  not  be  fragmented 
solely  for  purposes  of  removing  unallow¬ 
able  base  elements,  the  Board  is  not  im¬ 
plying  that  the  elimination  of  all  or  part 
of  a  base  element  for  other  purposes  is 
always  inappropriate  and  inconsistent 
with  sound  cost  accounting. 

5.  Contracting  Officer  decision. — Many 
respondents  questioned  the  requirement, 
in  paragraph  405.40(a)  of  the  proposed 
Standard,  for  identifying  as  unallowable 
those  costs  “designated  as  unallowable 
as  a  result  ***of***a  final  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  contracting  officer  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  contract  disputes  procedures.” 
Concern  was  expressed  that  this  gave  too 
much  standing  to  the  unilateral  adminis¬ 
trative  decision  of  the  contracting  officer, 
and  did  not  recognize  contractors’  right 
of  appeal  to  the  boards  of  contract  ap¬ 
peals  and  the  courts. 

The  Board  recognizes  that  legitimate 
disagreements  over  allowability  often  are 
not  finally  resolved  by  contracting  of¬ 
ficers’  decisions.  The  Board  notes,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  Standard  distinguishes 
between  costs  which  are  “expressly  unal¬ 
lowable”  and  costs  which  are  “designated 
as  unallowable.”  To  further  the  distinc¬ 
tion,  and  to  remove  a  possible  source  of 
misinterpretation,  the  words  “final  deci¬ 
sion”  have  been  changed  to  “written  de¬ 
cision,”  to  conform  to  wording  in 


agency  regulations  governing  disputes 
procedures.  ’The  Board  believes  that, 
although  the  written  decisions  of  con¬ 
tracting  officers  pursuant  to  formal  dis¬ 
putes  clause  procedures  are  subject  to 
appeal  and  possible  reversal,  they  never¬ 
theless  constitute  authoritative  designa¬ 
tions,  and  represent  the  culmination  of 
a  process  of  audit  and  negotiation.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  they  are  binding  on  the  parties 
to  a  contract  until  and  unless  changed 
on  appeal.  The  Board,  therefore,  con¬ 
siders  that  any  definitive  designations  of 
unallowable  costs  which  are  provided  in 
the  contracting  officers’  written  decisions 
warrant  identification,  and  it  has  re¬ 
tained  this  requirement. 

A  further  objection  was  raised  by  some 
commentators  to  the  requirement,  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  405.50  of  the  published 
proposal,  for  future  recognition  of  costs 
identified  as  unallowable,  or  of  other 
costs  incurred  for  the  same  purpose  in 
like  circumstances.  ’The  observation  was 
made  that  future  circumstances  might 
warrant  different  conclusions  as  to 
allowability. 

The  Board  recognizes  that  identical 
costs  may  be  unallowable  under  one  set 
of  circumstances,  but  nevertheless  be  de¬ 
termined  to  be  allowable  under  different 
conditions,  or  as  a  result  of  changed 
criteria.  The  Board,  however,  believes 
that  specific  designations  of  the  allow¬ 
ability  status  of  particular  classes  or 
categories  of  cost  should  be  given  con¬ 
sideration  in  the  evaluations  of  any  like 
costs  which  are  governed  by  the  same  al¬ 
lowability  criteria  and  which  are  incurred 
for  the  same  purpose  in  like  circum¬ 
stances.  The  provisions  in  the  Standard 
which  reflect  this  viewT>oint  have  been 
clarified. 

The  Board  notes  that  the  identifica¬ 
tion  of  costs  covered  by  an  adverse  con¬ 
tracting  officer  decision  will  not  prevent 
a  contractor  from  continuing  to  claim 
such  costs,  where  disagreement  as  to  al¬ 
lowability  continues.  It  serves  merely  to 
identify  the  costs  for  special  considera¬ 
tion,  thereby  helping  to  assure  adequate 
reevaluations,  and  to  promote  resolution 
of  the  issues  involved  in  the  disagree¬ 
ment.  Reversal  of  the  contracting  offi¬ 
cer’s  decision  by  a  final  appeals  board  or 
court  ruling  would,  of  course,  relieve  the 
contractor  of  any  identification  require¬ 
ment  under  the  Standard  covering  the 
costs  involved  in  the  ruling. 

6.  Accountability  for  unallowable 
costs. — A  number  of  comments  were  re¬ 
ceived  concerning  what  some  writers  in¬ 
terpreted  as  an  unnecessary  and  im¬ 
proper  requirement  for  detailed  account¬ 
ability  covering  costs  which  are  absorbed 
by  the  contractor  and  therefore  should 
not  be  of  any  legitimate  concern  to  the 
customer.  The  Board  does  not  intend 
requiring  cost  identification  or  cost  allo¬ 
cation  which  is  not  relevant  to  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  Government  contract  cost. 
The  Standard  requires  identification  of 
unallowable  costs  only  to  the  extent 
needed  for  audit  verification  of  the  costs 
which  are  included  in,  or  which  provide 
backup  support  for,  proposals,  billings, 
or  claims.  Appropriate  revisions  have 
been  made  in  the  Standard. 
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7.  Colleges  and  universities. — A  num¬ 
ber  of  comments  were  received  from  uni¬ 
versity  officials  expressing  concern  that, 
because  colleges  and  universities  con¬ 
tracting  with  the  Government  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  different  set  of  contract  cost  re¬ 
imbursement  principles  than  commercial 
organizations,  and  operate  in  a  different 
accounting  environment,  the  proposed 
Standard  might  present  implementation 
problems  if  applied  to  these  institutions. 
These  conunents  have  been  carefully 
considered,  and  supplementary  discus¬ 
sions  have  been  held  with  some  of  the 
officials  concerned. 

On  the  basis  of  its  analysis  of  the  prac¬ 
tices  described  by  commentators  as  hav¬ 
ing  been  deemed  acceptable  in  the  past, 
and  of  the  underlying  principles  and  con¬ 
tractual  requirements,  the  Board  believes 
that  the  Standard,  as  revised,  can  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  colleges  and  universities  without 
any  disruption  of  practices  which  are  ac¬ 
ceptable  under  applicable  laws  and  regu¬ 
lations. 

Particular  concern  was  expressed  over 
what  was  reported  to  be  a  common  situ¬ 
ation.  where  certain  costs,  such  as  fac¬ 
ulty  salaries,  are  excluded  from  contract 
costs  even  though  such  costs  may  directly 
pertain  to  work  performance  which 
is  an  intrinsic  part  of  the  contract  proj¬ 
ect.  The  Board  notes  that  specific  iden¬ 
tification  uith.  or  allocation  to,  indi¬ 
vidual  contracts  and  other  final  cost 
objectives  is  not  required  for  costs  which 
will  not  be  included  in,  nor  constitute 
pertinent  backup  support  for,  any  pro¬ 
posal,  billing,  or  claim.  The  Standard  re¬ 
quires  only  that  sufficient  identification 
be  provided  to  enable  verification  of  the 
alloc  ability  status  of  unallowable  costs 
and  the  accounting  treatment  actually 
accorded  such  costs.  The  Board,  there¬ 
fore,  does  not  believe  that  any  special 
provision  is  required  covering  the  situa¬ 
tion  described. 

8.  Materiality. — A  number  of  com¬ 
ments  were  received  suggesting  that  the 
question  of  materiality  be  given  more 
consideration  in  the  Standard.  The  rec¬ 
ognition  of  the  materiality  problem  in 
paragraph  (f )  of  §  405.50  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  Standard  was  endorsed,  but  con¬ 
cern  was  expressed  that  limiting  appli¬ 
cation  to  circmnstances  where  there  was 
a  “low  incidence  of  negotiated  Govern¬ 
ment  contracts  relative  to  other  types  of 
work”  would  render  the  provision 
ineffective. 

Several  instances  of  potential  problem 
areas  were  mentioned.  One  of  these  con¬ 
cerned  the  situation  where  corporate 
headquarters’  expenses  are  allocated  to 
segments  which  are  involved  in  a  rela¬ 
tively  insignificant  volume  of  Govern¬ 
ment  contract  work.  Another  cited  the 
case  of  a  standard  cost  accoimting  system 
covering  the  manufacture  of  standard 
products  which  may  incidentally  be  used 
as  material  or  components  in  contract 
work.  A  third  referred  to  the  problem  of 
determining  “true”  cost  of  an  individual 
product  in  a  joint-product,  joint-cost 
production  situation.  Another  problem 
area  is  that  involving  determination  of 


the  share  of  indirect  expense  to  be  as¬ 
signed  as  costs  of  a  proecribed  organiza¬ 
tional  or  functional  activity. 

The  Board  recognizes  that  accounting 
for  unallowable  costs  (which  are  them¬ 
selves  often  determined  only  through  ne¬ 
gotiation)  is  an  area  where  the  question 
of  materiality  should  be  given  special 
consideration.  In  providing  this  consid¬ 
eration,  many  factors  should  be  taken 
into  accoimt.  These  include  not  cmly  the 
materiality  of  the  total  unallowable  costs, 
but  also  the  materiality  of  the  refine¬ 
ments  in  determinations  of  imallowable 
costs  which  might  be  achieved  through 
requiring  detailed  application  of  the 
Standard,  as  contrast^  with  negotiating 
the  agreements  authorized  under  the 
proposed  paragraph  (f)  of  §  405.50.  The 
Board,  accordingly,  has  revised  the 
Standard  to  include  an  amended  para¬ 
graph  (c)  which,  “based  upon  considera¬ 
tions  of  materiality,”  permits  agreements 
that  will  satisfy  the  purpose  of  the 
Standard.  The  Board  believes  that,  in 
appljdng  the  materiality  provision  of  the 
revised  paragraph  (c),  consideration 
should  be  given  to  the  criteria  listed  in 
the  section  titled  “MATERIALITY”  in 
the  Board’s  March  1973  “Statement  of 
Operating  Policies,  Procedures  and 
Objectives.” 

9.  Improperly  allocated  costs. — One 
commentator  raised  a  question  concern¬ 
ing  the  accounting  treatment  to  be  ac¬ 
corded  costs  which  are  disallowed  be¬ 
cause  they  are  erroneously  allocated  to 
the  contract  under  which  they  are 
claimed.  'The  Board  does  not  believe  that 
the  Standard  needs  to  deal  with  accoimt¬ 
ing  errors  of  this  type.  It  is  obvious  that 
the  accounting  treatment  to  be  accorded 
any  item  of  cost  should  be  determined 
by  that  cost’s  correct  positioning  in  the 
cost  accounting  structure. 

10.  Cost/benefit — Only  limited  com¬ 
ments  were  received  on  the  subject  of  the 
implementation  cost  of  the  Standard, 
and  several  of  these  indicated  only  mini¬ 
mal  impact.  Of  those  claiming  significant 
additional  implementation  expense,  none 
provided  any  data  as  justification  for  the 
claim.  ’The  Board  has  concluded  from  its 
research  that  the  Standard,  as  revised, 
constitutes  a  reasonable  requirement, 
and  that  the  costs  of  implementation 
will  be  minimal.  The  potential  benefits 
to  the  audit  and  negotiation  processes 
accruing  from  the  increase  in  visibility 
and  in  uniformity  of  cost  accounting 
treatment  will  be  substantial  and  will 
greatly  outweigh  any  added  costs. 

11.  Effective  date  and  application. — 
With  respect  to  the  date  that  this  Stand¬ 
ard  becomes  effective,  it  is  anticipated 
that  its  provisions  will  be  applicable  to 
all  solicitations  issued  on  or  after  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1974,  which  are  likely  to  lead  to 
contracts  covered  by  Standards,  rules, 
and  regulations  of  the  Cost  Accounting 
Standards  Board. 

There  is  also  being  published  today  an 
amendment  to  Part  400,  Definitions,  to 
incorporate  in  that  part  the  wm*ds  and 
phrases  defined  in  §  405.30  of  the 
Standard. 


Sec. 

406.10  General  appllcabUity. 

405.20  Purpose. 

405.30  Definitions. 
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405.70  Exemptions. 

Authority:  The  provisions  of  this  Part  405 
are  Issued  under  84  Stat.  796,  Sec.  103  (50 
U.S.C.  App.  2168). 

§  405.10  General  applicability. 

This  Standard  shall  be  used  by  de¬ 
fense  contractors  and  subcontractors  im- 
der  Federal  ccsitracts  entered  into  after 
the  effective  date  hereof,  and  by  an  rele¬ 
vant  Federal  agencies,  in  estimating,  ac¬ 
cumulating,  and  reporting  costs  in  cem- 
nection  with  the  pricing,  administration, 
and  settlement  of  all  negotiated  prime 
contract  and  subcontract  national  de¬ 
fense  procurements  with  the  United 
States  in  excess  of  $100,000,  other  than 
contracts  or  subcontracts  where  the  price 
negotiated  is  based  on  (a)  established 
catalog  or  market  prices  of  commercial 
items  sold  in  substantial  quantities  to  the 
general  public,  or  (b)  prices  set  by  law 
or  regulation. 

§  405.20  Purpose. 

(a)  ’The  purpose  of  this  Cost  Account¬ 
ing  Standard  is  to  facilitate  the  negotia¬ 
tion,  audit,  administration  and  settle¬ 
ment  of  contracts  by  establishing 
guidelines  covering:  (1)  Identification 
of  costs  specifically  described  as  unallow¬ 
able,  at  the  time  such  costs  first  become 
defined  or  authoritatively  designated  as 
imallowable;  and  (2)  the  cost  account¬ 
ing  treatment  to  be  accorded  such  iden¬ 
tified  unallowable  costs  in  order  to  pro¬ 
mote  the  consistent  application  of  sound 
cost  accounting  principles  covering  all 
incurred  costs.  The  Standard  is  predi¬ 
cated  on  the  proposition  that  costs  in¬ 
curred  in  carrying  on  the  activities  of 
an  enterprise — regardless  of  the  allow¬ 
ability  of  such  costs  under  CJovemment 
contracts — are  allocable  to  the  cost  ob¬ 
jectives  with  which  they  are  identified 
on  the  basis  of  their  beneficial  or  causal 
relationships. 

'  (b)  This  Standard  does  not  govern 
the  allowability  of  costs.  ’This  is  a  func¬ 
tion  of  the  appropriate  procurement  or 
reviewing  authority. 

§  405.30  Definitions. 

(a)  ’The  following  definitions  of  terms 
which  are  prominent  in  this  Standard  are 
reprinted  from  Part  400  of  this  chapter 
for  convenience.  Other  terms  which  are 
used  in  this  Standard  and  are  defined  in 
Part  400  of  this  chapter  have  the  mean- 
,  ings  ascribed  to  them  in  that  part  unless 
the  text  demands  a  different  definition  or 
the  definition  is  modified  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section: 

( 1 )  Directly  associated  cost. — Any  cost 
which  is  generated  solely  as  a  result  of 
the  incurrence  of  another  cost,  and  which 
would  not  have  been  incurred  had  the 
other  cost  not  been  incurred. 

(2)  Expressly  unallowable  cost. — A 
particular  item  or  type  of  cost  which, 
under  the  express  provisions  of  an  ap- 
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plicable  law,  regulation,  or  contract,  is 
siiecifically  named  and  stated  to  be  un¬ 
allowable. 

(3)  Indirect  cost. — Any  cost  not  di¬ 
rectly  identified  with  a  single  final  cost 
objective,  but  identified  with  two  or  more 
final  cost  objectives  or  with  at  least  one 
intermediate  cost  objective. 

(4)  Unallowable  cost.  —  Any  cost 
which,  under  the  provisions  of  any  F>erti- 
nent  law,  regulation,  or  contract,  cannot 
be  included  in  prices,  cost  reimburse¬ 
ments,  or  settlements  under  a  Govern¬ 
ment  contract  to  which  it  is  allocable. 

(b)  The  following  modifications  of 
definitions  set  forth  is  Part  400  of  this 
chapter  are  applicable  to  this  Standard: 
None. 

§  405.40  Fundamental  requirement. 

(a)  Costs  expressly  unallowable  or 
mutually  agreed  to  be  unallowable,  in¬ 
cluding  costs  mutually  agreed  to  be  xm- 
allowable  directly  associated  costs,  shall 
be  Identified  and  excluded  from  any  bill¬ 
ing,  claim,  or  proposal  applicable  to  a 
Government  contract. 

(b)  Costs  which  specifically  become 
designated  as  tmallowable  as  a  result  of  a 
written  decision  furnished  by  a  contract¬ 
ing  officer  pursuant  to  contract  disputes 
procedures  shall  be  identified  if  included 
in  or  used  in  the  computation  of  any 
billing,  claim,  or  proposal  applicable  to  a 
Government  contract.  This  identlficaticm 
requirement  applies  also  to  any  costs  in¬ 
curred  for  the  same  purpose  under  like 
circumstances  as  the  costs  specifically 
Identified  as  unallowable  imder  eiUier 
this  paragraph  or  paragraph  (a)  above. 

(c)  Costs  which,  in  a  contracting 
officer’s  written  decision  furnished  pur¬ 
suant  to  contract  disputes  procedures, 
are  designated  as  unallowable  directly 
associated  costs  of  imallowable  costs  cov¬ 
ered  by  either  (a)  or  (b)  above  shall  be 
accorded  the  identification  required  by 
paragraph  (b)  above. 

(d)  The  costs  of  any  work  project  not 
contractually  authorized,  whether  or  not 
related  to  performance  of  a  prc^osed  or 
existing  contract,  shall  be  accounted  for, 
to  the  extent  appropriate,  in  a  manner 
which  permits  ready  separation  from  the 
costs  of  authorized  work  projects. 

(e)  All  imallowable  costs  covered  by 
paragraphs  (a)  through  (d)  above  shall 
be  subject  to  the  same  cost  accounting 
principles  governing  cost  allocability  as 
allowable  costs.  In  circiunstances  where 
these  unallowable  costs  normally  would 
be  part  of  a  regular  indirect-cost  alloca¬ 
tion  base  or  bases,  they  shall  remain  in 
such  base  or  bases.  Where  a  directly  as¬ 
sociated  cost  is  part  of  a  category  of  costs 
normally  Included  in  an  indirect-cost 
pool  that  will  be  allocated  over  a  base 
containing  the  unallowable  cost  with 
which  it  is  associated,  such  a  directly 
associated  cost  shall  be  retained  in  the 
indirect-cost  pool  and  be  allocated 
through  the  regular  allocation  process. 

(f)  Where  the  total  of  the  allocable 
and  otherwise  allowable  costs  exceeds  a 
limitation-of-cost  or  ceiling-price  provi¬ 
sion  in  a  contract,  full  direct  and  indirect 
cost  allocation  shall  be  made  to  the  con¬ 


tract  cost  objective,  in  accordance  with 
established  cost  accounting  practices  and 
Standards  which  regularly  govern  a  given 
entity’s  allocations  to  Government  con¬ 
tract  cost  objectives.  In  any  determina¬ 
tion  of  unallowable  cost  overnm,  the 
amount  thereof  shall  be  identlfi^  in 
terms  of  the  excess  of  allowable  costs 
over  the  ceiling  amoimt,  rather  than 
through  specific  identification  of  partic¬ 
ular  cost  items  or  cost  elements. 

§  405.50  Techniques  fin*  application. 

(a)  The  detail  and  depth  of  records 
required  as  backup  support  for  proposals, 
billings,  or  claims  shall  be  that  which  is 
adequate  to  establish  and  maintain  visi¬ 
bility  of  identified  unallowable  costs  (in¬ 
cluding  directly  associated  costs),  their 
accounting  status  in  terms  of  their 
allocability  to  contract  cost  objectives, 
and  the  cost  accoimting  treatment  which 
has  been  accorded  such  costs.  Adherence 
to  this  cost  accounting  principle  does  not 
require  that  allocation  of  imallowable 
costs  to  final  cost  objectives  be  made  in 
the  detailed  cost  accounting  records.  It 
does  require  that  unallowable  costs  be 
given  appropriate  consideration  in  any 
cost  accounting  determinations  govern¬ 
ing  the  content  of  allocation  bases  used 
for  distributing  indirect  costs  to  cost  ob¬ 
jectives,  Unallowable  costs  involved  in 
the  determination  of  rates  used  for 
standard  costs,  or  for  indirect-cost  bid¬ 
ding  or  billing,  need  be  identified  only  at 
the  time  rates  are  proposed,  established, 
revised,  or  adjusted. 

(b)  The  visibility  requirement  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)  above  may  be  satisfied  by  any 
form  of  cost  identification  which  is  ade¬ 
quate  for  purposes  of  contract  cost  de¬ 
termination  and  verification.  The 
Standard  does  not  require  such  cost 
Identification  for  purposes  which  are  not 
relevant  to  the  determination  of  Govern¬ 
ment  contract  cost.  Thus,  to  provide 
visibility  for  incurred  costs,  acceptable 
alternative  practices  would  include  (1) 
the  segregation  of  unallowable  costs  in 
separate  accounts  maintained  for  this 
purpose  in  the  regular  books  of  account. 
(2)  the  development  and  maintenance 
of  separate  accounting  records  or  work- 
papers,  or  (3)  the  use  of  any  less  formal 
cost  accoimting  techniques  which  estab¬ 
lishes  and  maintains  adequate  cost 
identification  to  permit  audit  verification 
of  the  accounting  recognition  given  un¬ 
allowable  costs.  Contractors  may  satisfy 
the  visibility  requirements  for  estimated 
costs  either  (1)  by  designation  and  de¬ 
scription  (in  backup  data,  workpapers, 
etc.)  of  the  amounts  and  types  of  any 
unallowable  costs  which  have  specifically 
been  identified  and  recognized  in  making 
the  estimates,  or  (2)  by  description  of 
any  other  estimating  technique  employed 
to  provide  appropriate  recognition  of  any 
unallowable  costs  pertinent  to  the 
estimates. 

(c)  Specific  Identification  of  unallow¬ 
able  costs  is  not  required  in  circum¬ 
stances  where,  based  upon  considerations 
of  materiality,  the  Government  and  the 
contractor  reach  agreement  on  an  alter¬ 
nate  method  that  satisfies  the  purpose  of 
the  Standard. 


§  405.60  Illustrations. 

(a)  An  auditor  recommends  disallow¬ 
ance  of  certain  direct  labor  and  direct 
material  costs,  for  which  a  billing  has 
been  submitted  under  a  contract,  on  the 
basis  that  these  particular  costs  were  not 
required  for  performance  and  were  not 
authorized  by  the  contract.  The  contract¬ 
ing  officer  issues  a  written  decision  which 
supports  the  auditor’s  position  that  the 
questioned  costs  are  unallowable.  Fol¬ 
lowing  receipt  of  the  contracting  officer’s 
decision,  the  contractor  must  clearly 
identify  the  disallowed  direct  labor  and 
direct  material  costs  in  his  accounting 
records  and  reports  covering  any  subse¬ 
quent  submission  which  includes  such 
costs.  Also,  if  the  contractor’s  base  for 
allocation  of  any  indirect  cost  pool  rele¬ 
vant  to  the  subject  contract  consists  of 
direct  labor,  direct  material,  total  prime 
cost,  total  cost  input,  etc.,  he  must  in¬ 
clude  the  disallowed  direct  labor  and  ma¬ 
terial  costs  in  his  allocation  base  for 
such  pool.  Had  the  contracting  officer’s 
decision  been  against  the  auditor,  the 
contractor  would  not,  of  course,  have 
been  required  to  account  separately  for 
the  costs  questioned  by  the  auditor. 

(b)  A  contractor  incurs,  and  sepa¬ 
rately  identifies,  as  a  part  of  his  manu¬ 
facturing  overhead,  certain  costs  which 
are  expressly  unallowable  under  the 
existing  and  currently  effective  regula¬ 
tions.  If  manufacturing  overhead  is  reg¬ 
ularly  a  part  of  the  contractor’s  base  for 
allocation  of  general  and  administrative 
(G&A)  or  other  indirect  expenses,  the 
contractor  must  allocate  the  G&A  or 
other  indirect  expenses  to  contracts  and 
other  final  cost  objectives  by  means  of  a 
base  which  includes  the  identified  unal¬ 
lowable  manufacturing  overhead  costs. 

(c)  An  auditor  recommends  disallow¬ 
ance  of  the  total  direct  indirect  costs  at¬ 
tributable  to  an  organizational  planning 
activity.  The  contractor  claims  that  the 
total  of  these  activity  costs  are  allowable 
under  the  Armed  Services  Procurement 
Regulation  as  “Economic  Planning 
Costs’’  (ASPR  15-205.47) ;  the  auditor 
contends  that  they  constitute  “Organiza¬ 
tion  Costs’’  (ASPR  15-205.23)  and  there¬ 
fore  are  unallowable.  The  issue  is  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  contracting  officer  for  reso¬ 
lution  pursuant  to  the  contract  disputes 
clause.  The  contracting  officer  issues  a 
written  decision  supporting  the  auditor’s 
position  that  the  total  costs  questioned 
are  unallowable  under  the  Regulation. 
Following  receipt  of  the  contracting  of¬ 
ficer’s  decision,  the  contractor  must  iden¬ 
tify  the  disallowed  costs  and  specific 
other  costs  incurred  for  the  same  purpose 
in  like  circumstances  in  any  subsequent 
estimating,  cost  accumulation  or  report¬ 
ing  for  Government  contracts,  in  which 
such  costs  are  included.  If  the  contract¬ 
ing  officer’s  decision  had  supported  the 
contractor’s  contention,  the  costs  ques¬ 
tioned  by  the  auditor  would  have  been 
allowable  “Economic  Planning  Costs,’’ 
and  the  contractor  would  not  have  been 
required  to  provide  spiecial  identification. 

(d)  A  defense  contractor  was  engaged 
in  a  program  of  expansion  and  diversifi¬ 
cation  of  corporate  activities.  This  in- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  38,  NO.  172 — THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  6,  1973 


24200 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


volved  internal  corporate  reorganization, 
as  well  as  mergers  and  acquisitions.  All 
costs  of  this  activity  were  charged  by  the 
contractor  as  corporate  or  segmmt  gen¬ 
eral  and  administrative  (G&A)  expense. 
In  the  contractor’s  proposals  for  final 
Segment  G&A  rates  (including  corporate 
home  office  allocations)  to  be  applied  In 
determining  allowable  costs  of  its  defense 
contracts  subject  to  section  XV,  Part  2, 
of  the  Armed  Services  Procurement  Reg¬ 
ulation,  the  contractor  identified  and  ex¬ 
cluded  the  expressly  imallowable  costs 
(as  listed  in  ASPR  15-205.23)  incurred 
for  incorporation  fees  and  for  charges 
for  special  services  of  outside  attorneys, 
accountants,  promoters,  and  consultants. 
In  addition,  during  the  course  of  negotia¬ 
tion  of  interim  bidding  and  billing  G&A 
rates,  the  contractor  agreed  to  classify 
as  tmallowable  various  in-house  costs  in¬ 
curred  for  the  expansion  program,  and 
various  directly  associated  costs  of  the 
identifiable  unallowable  costs.  On  the  ba¬ 
sis  of  negotiations  and  agreements  be¬ 
tween  the  contractor  and  the  contract¬ 
ing  officers’  authorized  representatives, 
interim  G&A  rates  were  established, 
based  on  the  net  balance  of  allowable 
G&A  costs.  AiHilication  of  the  rates  ne¬ 
gotiated  to  proposals,  and  on  an  interim 
basis  to  billings,  for  covered  contracts 
constitutes  compliance  with  the  Stand¬ 
ard. 

(e)  An  official  of  a  company,  whose 
salary,  travel,  and  subsistence  expenses 
are  charged  regularly  as  general  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  (G&A)  expenses,  takes  sev¬ 
eral  business  associates  on  what  is  clearly 
a  business  entertainment  trip.  The  en¬ 
tertainment  costs  of  such  trips  is  ex¬ 
pressly  unallowable  because  it  constitutes 
entertainment  expense,  and  is  separately 
identified  by  the  contractor.  The  con¬ 
tractor  does  not  regularly  include  his 
G&A  expenses  in  any  indirect-expense 
allocation  base.  In  these  circumstances, 
the  official’s  travel  and  subsistence  ex¬ 
penses  would  be  directly  associated  costs 
lor  identification  with  the  unallowaUe 
entertainment  expense.  However,  unless 
this  t3n;}e  of  activity  constituted  a  sig¬ 
nificant  part  of  the  official’s  regular  du¬ 
ties  and  responsibihties  on  which  his  sal¬ 
ary  was  based,  no  p>art  of  the  official’s 
salary  would  be  required  to  be  identified 
as  a  directly  associated  cost  of  the  im¬ 
allowable  entertainment  expense. 

§  405.70  Exemptions. 

None  for  this  Standard. 

Effective  date. — ^The  effective  date  of 
this  Standard  is  reserved. 

Arthur  Schoenhaut, 
Executive  Secretary, 

[PR  Doc.73-18679  PUed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  V— FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN 
BANK  BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  (^— FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN 
SYSTEM 

[No.  73-11811 

PART  545— OPERATIONS 

Additional  Activities  for  Service 
Corporations 

August  15, 1973. 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board, 
by  Resolution  No.  72-1555,  dated  De¬ 
cember  26,  1972,  prc^iosed  to  amend 
§  545.9-1  of  the  Rides  and  Regulations 
for  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  System 
(12  CFR  Part  545)  for  the  purpose  of 
preapproving  certain  new  activities  for 
service  corporations.  Notice  of  such  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  duly  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  January  5, 1973 
(37  FR  891-2),  with  an  invitation  for 
interested  persons  to  submit  written 
comments  by  January  31.  1973. 

On  the  basis  of  its  consideration  of  all 
relevant  material  presented  by  interested 
persons  and  otherwise  available,  the 
Board  considers  it  desirable  to  adopt  the 
proposed  amendments  with  the  changes 
discussed  herein.  The  Board  also  con¬ 
siders  it  desirable  to  further  amend 
§  545.9-1  in  several  other  respects. 

The  amendments  to  §  545.9-1  (a)  (4) 
and  (b)  (2)  which  are  adopted  based 
upon  the  proposal  in  Resolution  No.  72- 
1555  permit  service  corporations  in 
which  Federal  savings  and  loan  associa¬ 
tions  may  invest  to  act  as  trustees  under 
deeds  of  trust,  escrow  agents,  and  agents 
or  brokers  for  title  insurance  companies. 
Such  service  corporations  are  al^  per¬ 
mitted  to  invest  in  one  or  more  savings 
accoimts  of  FSLIC-insured  institutions 
owning  stock  in  such  service  corpora¬ 
tions.  However,  these  amendments  differ 
from  the  proposal  in  two  respects.  Rrst, 
the  proposal  would  have  permitted  such 
service  corporations  to  act  as  trustees 
under  deeds  of  trust,  escrow  agents  and 
agents  or  brokers  for  title  insurance 
companies  only  if  these  activities  were 
either  established  as  de  novo  organiza¬ 
tions  or  acquired  as  going  businesses  for 
no  consideration.  On  further  considera¬ 
tion,  the  Board  believes  that  these  con¬ 
ditions  are  unnecessary  and  therefore 
rejects  them.  Second,  the  proposal  would 
have  permitted  type  “a”  service  corpora¬ 
tions  (that  is,  those  which  comply  with 
the  terms  of  §  545.9-l(a))  to  own  title 
insurance  companies.  The  Board  rejects 
this  portion  of  the  proposal  because  there 
appears  to  be  no  substantial  interest  in 
this  activity. 

In  addition  to  adopting  amendments 
based  upon  the  above-mentioned  pro¬ 
posal,  the  Board  amends  9  545.9-1  in 
several  other  respects.  First,  subdivision 
(i)  of  §  545.9-1  is  revised  to  list  there¬ 
under  in  subdivisions  (a)  through  id) 
the  types  of  loans  which  Federal  asso¬ 
ciation  service  corporations  may  origi¬ 
nate,  purchase,  sell  and  service.  This 
change  requires  appropriate  renumber¬ 
ing  of  other  subdivisions  of  9  545.9-1  (a) 


(4) .  Second,  under  said  siffidivision  (a) , 
service  corporations  may  make  real 
estate  loans  secured  by  other  than  first 
liens.  Before  this  amendment,  real  estate 
loans  were  required  to  be  secured  by  first 
liens.  Real  estate  loans  may  be  made 
now  on  a  prudent  basis. 

Third,  subdivision  (c)  of  9  545.9-1  (a) 
(4)  (i)  permits  Federal  association  serv¬ 
ice  corporations  to  originate,  purchase, 
sell  and  service  “loans,  with  or  without 
security,  for  the  altering,  repairing,  im¬ 
proving,  equipping  or  furnishing  of  any 
residential  real  estate’’. 

Fourth,  the  Introductory  clause  of 
9  545.9-1  (a)  (4).  subdivision  (xiii)  (now 
subdivision  (xii) )  of  9  545.9-1  (a)  (4)  and 
9  545.9-l(b)  (2)  are  amended  to  permit 
Federal  associations  to  engage  in  any 
“preapproved’*  activity  (that  is,  those 
activities  specified  in  9  545.9-1  (a)  (4) ) 
through  a  joint  venture  without  prior 
Board  approval.  However,  approval  of 
the  Board  will  continue  to  be  required 
before  any  tjrpe  “b-2’’  service  corporation 
(generally,  one  which  Is  wholly -owned  by 
a  Federal  association;  see  §  545.9-1  (b) 
(3)  (ii) )  performs  any  activity  through 
a  joint  venture  if  a  director,  officer  or 
controlling  person  of  any  savings  and 
loan  association  owning  any  of  the  serv¬ 
ice  corporation’s  stock  has  any  direct  or 
indirect  beneficial  interest  in  the  joint 
venture.  This  is  accomplished  by  adding 
a  new  subdivision  (ill)  to  9  545.9-1  (b) 

(3) .  Also,  subdivision  (x)  of  9  545.^1  (a) 

(4)  ,  which  had  provided  preapproval  for 
certain  limited  types  of  service  corpora¬ 
tion  joint  ventures,  is  revoked  because 
it  was  not  as  broad  in  scope  as  the  joint 
venture  preapproval  adopted  herein. 

Fifth,  9  545.9-1  (a)  (4)  (xiii)  and  (b)  (2) 
are  amended  to  state  that  the  Board  will 
not  approve  any  additional  service  cor- 
iKiration  activity  on  a  case-by-case  basis 
unless  such  activity  is  “reasonably  re¬ 
lated  to  the  activities  of  Federal  savings 
and  loan  associations’’.  This  amendment 
states  the  Board’s  past  and  present  policy 
on  this  matter  and  is  intended  to  reduce 
the  number  of  applications  filed  by  de¬ 
terring  those  involving  non-related  ac¬ 
tivities  which  in  any  case  would  not  be 
approved. 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board  hereby  amends  said  9  545.9-1 
by  revising  paragraphs  (a)(4)  and  (b) 
(2)  thereof  and  by  adding  a  new  sub¬ 
division  (iii)  to  paragraph  (b)  (3)  there¬ 
of  to  read  as  set  forth  below,  effective 
September  6,  1973. 

Since  all  of  these  amendments  to 
9  545.9-1  either  were  afforded  public 
comment,  relieve  restriction  or  set  forUi 
existing  Board  policy,  the  Board  hereby 
finds  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
with  respect  to  said  amendments  are  un¬ 
necessary  under  the  provisions  of  12  CFR 
508.11  and  5  U.S.C.  553(b) ;  and  since 
publication  of  said  amendments  for  the 
30-day  period  specified  in  12  CFR  508.14 
and  5  U.S.C.  553(d)  prior  to  the  effective 
date  of  said  amendments  would  In  the 
opinion  of  the  Board  likewise  be  unneces¬ 
sary  for  the  same  reasons,  the  Board 
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hereby  provides  that  said  amendments 
shall  become  efifective  as  hereinbefore  set 
forth. 

§  545.9-1  Service  corporations. 

(a)  General  service  corporations. — 
Subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
a  Federal  association  which  has  a  char¬ 
ter  in  the  form  of  Charter  N  or  Charter 
K  (rev.)  may  invest  in  the  capital  stock, 
obligations,  or  other  securities  of  any 
service  corporation  organized  under  the 
laws  of  the  State,  District,  Common¬ 
wealth,  territory,  or  possession  in  which 
the  home  office  of  such  association  is 
located  if: 

*  •  •  *  • 

(4)  Substantially  all  of  the  activities 
of  such  service  corporation,  performed 
directly  or  through  one  or  more  wholly- 
owned  subsidiaries  or  joint  ventures,  con¬ 
sist  of  one  or  more  of  the  following; 

(i)  Originating,  purchasing,  selling, 
and  servicing  any  of  the  following: 

(a)  Loans,  and  participations  in  loans, 
on  a  prudent  basis  and  secured  by  real 
estate,  including  brokerage  and  ware¬ 
housing  of  such  real  estate  loans; 

(b)  Loans,  and  participations  in  loans, 
secured  by  first  liens  up>on  mobile  homes, 
including  brokerage  and  warehousing  of 
such  mobile  home  loans; 

<  (c)  Loans,  with  or  without  security, 

for  the  altering,  repairing,  improving, 
equipping  or  furnishing  of  any  residen¬ 
tial  real  estate;  and 

(d)  Educational  loans; 

(ii)  Making  any  of  the  following  kinds 
of  investments: 

(a)  An  investment  of  the  types  speci¬ 
fied  in  S  545.9  or  §  545.9-3;  or 

(b)  An  investment  in  a  savings  ac¬ 
count  or  accounts  in  any  insured  insti¬ 
tution  (as  defined  in  §  561.1  of  this 
chapter)  which  is  a  stockholder  in  such 
service  corporation,  if  such  service  corpo¬ 
ration  does  not  receive  any  consideration, 
other  than  Interest  at  the  current  market 
rate,  in  connection  with  opening  or 
maintaining  any  savings  account  in  such 
Insured  institution; 

(iii)  Performing  the  following  services, 
primarily  for  savings  and  loan  associa¬ 
tions  with  home  offices  in  the  same  State, 
District,  Commonwealth,  territory,  or 
possession: 

(a)  Clerical  services,  accounting,  data 
processing,  and  internal  auditing; 

(b)  Cr^it  information,  appraising, 
construction  loan  inspection,  and  ab¬ 
stracting: 

(c)  Development  and  administration 
of  personnel  benefit  programs.  Including 
life  insurance,  health  insurance,  and 
pension  or  retirement  plans; 

(d)  Research,  studies,  and  surveys; 

(e)  Purchasing  of  office  supplies,  fur¬ 
niture,  and  equipment; 

(/)  Development  and  (H>eration  of 
storage  facilities  for  microfilm  or  other 
duplicate  records; 

(g)  Advertising  and  other  services  to 
procure  and  retain  both  savings  accounts 
and  loans; 

(iv)  Acqusltlon  of  unimproved  real  es- 
I  tate  lots,  and  other  unimproved  real 

estate  for  the  purpose  of  prompt  develop¬ 


ment  and  subdivision,  principally  for 
construction  of  housing  or  for  resale  to 
others  for  such  construction,  or  for  use 
as  mobile  home  sites; 

(v)  Development  and  subdivision  of, 
and  construction  of  improvements  (in¬ 
cluding  improvements  to  be  used  for 
commercial  or  community  purposes, 
when  incidental  to  a  housing  project)  for 
sale  or  for  rental  on,  real  estate  referred 
to  in  subdivision  (iv)  of  this  subpara¬ 
graph; 

(Vi)  Acquisition  of  Improved  resi¬ 
dential  real  estate  and  mobile  homes  to 
be  held  for  rental; 

(vii)  Acquisition  of  improved  resi¬ 
dential  real  estate  for  remodeling,  re¬ 
habilitation,  modernization,  renovation, 
or  demolition  and  rebuilding  for  sale  or 
for  rental; 

(viii)  Maintenance  and  management 
of  rental  real  estate  referred  to  in  sub¬ 
divisions  (V),  (vi),  and  (vli)  of  this  sub- 
paragraph,  and  any  real  estate  owned  by 
holders  of  its  capital  stock; 

(ix)  Serving  as  insurance  brokpr  or 
agent,  primarily  dealing  in  policies  for 
savings  and  loan  associations,  their  bor¬ 
rowers  and  accountholders,  which  pro¬ 
vide  protection  such  as  home  owners’, 
fire,  theft,  automobile,  life,  health,  ac¬ 
cident,  and  title  but  excluding  private 
mortgage  insurance; 

(x)  Seiwing  in  the  capacity  of  trustee 
under  deeds  of  trust  or  escrow  agent; 

(xl)  Activities  reasonably  incidental 
to  the  activities  described  in  the  fore¬ 
going  subdivisions  of  this  subparagraph 
(4) ;  and 

(xii)  Such  other  activities  reasonably 
related  to  the  activities  of  Federal  sav¬ 
ings  and  loan  associations  as  the  Board 
may  approve  on  application  therefor  by 
any  such  service  corporation  or  other¬ 
wise. 

(b)  Other  service  corporations. — In 
addition  to  investment  in  a  service  cor¬ 
poration  which  meets  the  requirements 
of  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  a  Fed¬ 
eral  association  which  has  a  charter  in 
the  form  of  Charter  N  or  Charter  K 
(rev.)  may  invest  in  the  capital  stock, 
obligations,  or  other  securities  of  any 
service  corporation  organized  under  the 
laws  of  the  State,  District,  Common¬ 
wealth,  territory,  or  possession  in  which 
the  home  office  of  the  association  is 
located  if: 

*  •  *  *  • 

(2)  The  activities  of  such  corporation, 
performed  directly  or  through  cme  or 
more  wholly-owned  subsidiaries  or  joint 
ventures,  consist  solely  of  one  or  more  of 
the  activities  specified  in  subdivisions  (i) 
through  (xi)  of  paragraph  (a)  (4)  of  this 
section,  and  such  other  activities  reason¬ 
ably  related  to  the  activities  of  Federal 
savings  and  loan  associations  as  the 
Board  may  approve  upon  application 
therefor  by  such  corporation  or  other¬ 
wise;  and 

(3)  The  following  limitations  are  com¬ 
plied  with: 

*  •  *  •  • 

(iii)  In  the  case  of  a  service  corpora¬ 
tion  of  the  type  described  in  subdivision 
(11)  above,  the  approval  of  the  Board  is 


required  before  any  activity  of  such  serv¬ 
ice  corporation  is  performed  through  one 
or  more  joint  ventures  if  a  director, 
officer  or  controlling  person  of  any  sav¬ 
ings  and  loan  association  owning  any  of 
such  service  corporation’s  capital  stock 
has  a  direct  or  indirect  beneficial  interest 
in  the  joint  venture. 

«  •  •  «  * 

(Sec.  5,  48  Stat.  132,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C. 
1464)  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  FR  4981, 
3  CPR,  1943-48  Comp.,  p.  1071.) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal]  Eugene  M.  Herrin, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.73-18837  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[No.  73-1243] 

PART  546— MERGER,  DISSOLUTION, 
REORGANIZATION,  AND  CONVERSION 
Mutual  to  Stock  Conversions 

August  27,  1973. 

The  third  unnumbered  paragraph  of 
section  5(i)  of  the  Home  Owners’  Loan 
Act  of  1933,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  1464 
(i)),  among  other  things,  authorizes 
Federal  mutual  savings  and  loan  associa¬ 
tions  to  convert  to  the  stock  form  upon 
an  equitable  basis  and  subject  to  the  ap¬ 
proval  by  regulations  or  otherwise  of  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  and  the 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance 
Corporation  (the  “Conxiraticm”  or 
“FSLIC”).  This  authority  has  been  im¬ 
plemented  by  §  546.5  of  the  Board’s  rules 
and  reg;ulations  for  the  Federal  Savings 
and  Loan  System  (12  CFR  546.5).  Under 
Utle  IV  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as 
amended  (12  U.S.C.  1724  et  seq.)  the 
Board,  as  operating  head  of  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corpora¬ 
tion,  has  authority  to  regrulate  any  such 
conversion  involving  a  State-chartered 
association  whose  accoimts  are  insured 
by  the  Corporation.  This  authority  has 
been  implemented  by  §  563.22-1  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  for  Insurance  of 
Accounts  (12  CFR  563.22-1),  whose  re¬ 
quirements  are  substantially  similar  to 
those  of  §  546.5. 

Since  December  5,  1963,  the  Board  has 
maintained  a  moratorium  on  conversions 
of  all  FSLIC-insured  institutions,  both 
Federally  chartered  and  State  chartered, 
from  the  mutual  to  stock  form.  Hence, 
since  that  date  §§  546.5  and  563.22-1 
have  been  without  substantive  effect.  In 
addition,  the  Board  has  long  been  of  the 
view  that  §§  546.5  and  563.22-1  are  totally 
inadequate’  to  govern  mutual  to  stock 
conversions  and  prescribe  standards  for 
such  conversions,  which,  if  generally  fol¬ 
lowed,  would  produce  seriously  improper 
results.  On  January  3,  1973  the  Board 
proposed  to  revoke  §§  546.5  and  563.22-1 
and  to  adopt  a  new  Part  563b  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  for  Insurance  of  Ac¬ 
counts,  designed  to  govern  mutual  to 
stock  conversions  by  both  Federally 
chartered  and  State  chartered  FSLIC- 
insured  associations.  On  March  9,  1973 
the  Board  briefly  extended  the  comment 
period  on  its  January  3  proposals  and 
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announced  that  the  Board  intended  to 
issue  revised  proposed  regulatitMis. 

On  August  16,  1973,  the  President 
signed  into  law  Pub.  L.  93-100,  section  4 
of  which  added  a  new  subsection  (j)  to 
section  402  of  the  National  Housing  Act, 
as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  1725).  New  sub¬ 
section  (j)  provides  as  follows: 

(J)(l)  Except  as  provided  In  paragraph 
(2) ,  until  June  30, 1974,  the  Corporation  shall 
not  approve,  under  regulations  adopted  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  title  or  section  6  of  the  Home 
Owners’  Loan  Act  of  1933,  by  order  or  other¬ 
wise,  a  conversion  from  the  mutual  to  the 
stock  form  of  organization  involving  or  to 
involve  an  insured  institution.  Including  ap¬ 
proval  of  any  application  for  such  conver¬ 
sion  pending  on  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  subsection,  except  that  this  sentence 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  limit  now  or  here¬ 
after  the  authm’lty  of  the  Corporation  to 
approve  conversions  in  supervisory  cases.  The 
Corporation  may  by  rule,  regulation,  or 
otherwise  and  under  such  civil  penalties 
(which  shall  be  cumulative  to  any  other 
remedies)  as  it  may  prescribe  take  whatever 
action  it  deems  necessary  ot  appropriate  to 
implement  or  enforce  this  subsection. 

(2)  After  December  31,  1973,  the  Corpora¬ 
tion  may  approve  any  study  application  filed 
prior  to  May  22,  1973,  pursuant  to  regula¬ 
tions  in  effect  and  adopted  pursuant  to  this 
title  or  section  5  of  the  Home  Owners’  Loan 
Act  of  1933. 

In  a  companion  resolution,  Resolution 
No.  73-1244,  dated  August  27,  1973,  the 
Board  revises,  effective  August  27,  1973, 

§  563.22-1  so  that  it  is  a  temporary  regu¬ 
lation  designed  to  implement  said  section- 
402 (j).  The  preamble  to  said  companion 
Resolution  No.  73-1244  is  Incorporated 
herein  by  reference  and  explains  in 
greater  detail  the  nature  of  the  Board’s 
action  and  states  in  general  terms  the 
Board’s  future  plans  with  respect  to  fur¬ 
ther  revisions  of,  and  final  adoption  of, 
proposed  Part  563b. 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board  hereby  revises  said  S  546.5  ro 
read  as  set  forth  below,  effective  August 
27, 1973. 

Since  the  above  amendment  consists 
of  a  temporary  regulation  to  implement 
the  provisions  of  the  new  section  402(j) 
of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as  amended, 
the  Board  hereby  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  are  unneces¬ 
sary  under  the  provisions  of  12  CFR 
508.11  and  5  U.S.C.  553(b).  The  Board 
hereby  finds,  for  the  same  reason,  that 
publication  of  the  amendment  for  the 
30-day  period  specified  in  12  CFR  508.14 
and  5  U.S.C.  553(d)  prior  to  the  effective 
date  thereof  is  also  unnecessary.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  Board  hereby  provides  that  the 
amendment  shall  become  effective  as 
hereinbefore  set  forth. 

§  546.5  Conversion  from  Federal  lo 
State  charter  under  the  last  para¬ 
graph  of  subsection  (i)  of  section  5 
of  the  Home  Owners’  l.oan  .4rt. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(b)  of  this  section,  no  Federal  associa¬ 
tion  may  convert  from  the  mutual  to  the 
stock  form  of  organization  without  the 
approval  of  the  Board  and  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corpora¬ 
tion.  and  until  June  30,  1974,  the  Board 
and  the  Corporation  shall  not  grant  such 


approval,  except  that  this  section  shall 
not  limit  the  authority  of  the  Board  and 
the  Corporation  to  approve  conversions 
in  supervisory  cases  as  determined  by  the 
Board. 

(b)  After  December  31,  1973,  the 
Board  and  the  Corporation  may  approve 
any  study  application  to  convert  pursu¬ 
ant  to  regifiations  then  in  effect  and 
adopted  pursuant  to  Title  IV  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Housing  Act,  as  amended,  or  sec¬ 
tion  5  of  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Act  of 
1933,  as  amended. 

(c)  A  violation  of  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  by  a  Federal  association  shall 
render  the  association  liable  for  those 
civil  penalties  applicable  to  it  as  an  in¬ 
sured  institution  prescribed  in  §  563.22-1 
(c)  of  this  chapter  (which  penalties  shall 
be  cumulative  to  any  other  available  ac¬ 
tions  and  remedies) . 

(d)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  terms 
“convert”  and  “study  application”  shall 
have  the  same  meanings  as  those  gtven 
to  such  terms  in  §  563.22-1  of  this 
chapter. 

(Sec.  4,  P.L.  93-100,  August  16,  1973;  sec.  5, 
48  Stat.  132,  as  amended  (12  UH.C.  1464); 
Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  FR  4981,  3  CFR 
1943-48  Comp.,  p.  1071.) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal!  Eugene  M.  Herrin, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.73-18835  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am) 


SUBCHAPTER  D— FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN 
INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

(No.  73-1244] 

PART  563— OPERATIONS 
Mutual  to  Stock  Conversions 

August  27,  1973. 

The  third  unnumbered  paragraph  of 
section  5(i)  of  the  Home  Owner’s  Loan 
Act  of  1933,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  1464 
(i)),  among  other  things,  authorizes 
Federal  mutual  savings  and  loan  asso¬ 
ciations  to  convert  to  the  stock  form 
upon  an  equitable  basis  and  subject  to 
the  approval  by  regulations  or  other¬ 
wise  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board  and  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Insurance  Corporation  (the  “Corpora¬ 
tion”  or  “FSLIC”).  This  authority  has 
been  implemented  by  S  546.5  of  the 
Board’s  rules  and  regulations  for  the 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  System  (12 
CFR  546.5).  Under  Title  IV  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Housing  Act.  as  amended  ( 12 
U.S.C.  1724  et  seq.)  the  Board,  as  operat¬ 
ing  head  of  the  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Insurance  Corporation,  has  author¬ 
ity  to  regulate  any  such  conversion  in¬ 
volving  a  State-chartered  association 
whose  accoimts  are  insured  by  the  Cor¬ 
poration.  This  authority  has  been  imple¬ 
mented  by  §  563.22-1  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  for  Insurance  of  Accounts 
(12  C7FR  563.22-1),  whose  requirements 
are  substantially  similar  to  those  of 
§  546.5. 

Since  December  5, 1963,  the  Board  has 
maintained  a  moratorium  on  conversions 
of  all  FSLIC-insured  institutions,  both 
Federally  chartered  and  State  char¬ 


tered,  from  the  mutual  to  stock  form. 
Hence,  since  that  date  §§  546.5  and  563.- 
22-1  have  been  without  substantive  ef¬ 
fect.  In  addition,  the  Board  has  long 
been  of  the  view  that  §§  546.5  and  563.- 
22-1  are  totally  inadequate  to  govern 
mutual  to  stock  conversions  and  pre¬ 
scribe  standards  for  such  conversions, 
which,  if  generally  followed,  would  pro¬ 
duce  seriously  improper  results.  On 
January  3,  1973  the  Board  proposed  to 
revoke  §§  546.5  and  563.22-1  and  to  adopt 
a  new  Part  563b  of  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  for  Insurance  of  Accounts,  designed 
to  govern  mutual  to  stock  conversions  by 
both  Federally  chartered  and  State  char¬ 
tered  FSLIC-insured  associations.  On 
March  9, 1973,  the  Board  briefiy  extended 
the  comment  period  on  its  January  3  pro¬ 
posals  and  announced  that  the  Board 
intended  to  issue  revised  proposed 
regulations. 

On  August  16,  1973,  the  President 
signed  into  law  Pub.  L.  93-100,  section  4 
of  which  added  a  new  subsection  (j)  to 
section  402  of  the  National  Housing  Act, 
as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  1725).  New  sub¬ 
section  (j)  provides  as  follows: 

(J)(l)  Except  as  provided  In  paragraph 
(2),  untU  June  30,  1974,  the  Corporation 
shall  not  approve,  under  regulations  adopted 
pursuant  to  this  title  or  section  6  of  the 
Home  Owners’  Loan  Act  of  1933,  by  order  or 
otherwise,  a  conversion  from  the,  mutual  to 
the  stock  form  of  organization  Involving  or 
to  Involve  an  Insured  institution.  Including 
approval  of  any  application  for  such  con¬ 
version  pending  on  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  subsection,  except  that  this  sentence 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  limit  now  or  hereafter 
the  authority  of  the  Corporation  to  approve 
conversions  In  supervisory  cases.  The  Cor¬ 
poration  may  by  rule,  regulation,  or  otherwise 
and  under  such  civil  penalties  (which  shall 
be  cumulative  to  any  other  remedies)  as  It 
may  prescribe  take  whatever  action  It  deems 
necessary  or  appropriate  to  Implement  or 
enforce  this  subsection. 

(2)  After  December  31,  1973,  the  Corpora¬ 
tion  may  approve  any  study  application 
filed  prior  to  May  22, 1973,  pursuant  to  regu¬ 
lations  In  effect  and  adopted  pursuant  to 
this  title  or  section  5  of  the  Home  Owners’ 
Loan  Act  of  1933. 

In  a  companion  resolution.  Resolution 
No.  73-1243,  dated  August  27,  1973,  the 
Board  revises  §  546.5  so  that  it  is  a  tem¬ 
porary  regulation  designed  to  implement 
said  section  402(j).  For  the  same  pur¬ 
pose,  the  Board  hereby  revises  said 
§563.22-1  to  read  as  set  forth  below, 
effective  August  27,  1973. 

The  purpose  of  this  preamble  is  two¬ 
fold:  to  explain  in  greater  detail  the 
nature  of  the  Board’s  actions  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  previous  paragraph  and 
to  state  in  general  terms  the  Board’s 
future  plans  with  respect  to  further  revi¬ 
sions  of,  and  final  adoption  of,  proposed 
Part  563b.  The  preamble  to  the  com¬ 
panion  resolution  will  consist  of  a  cross- 
reference  to  this  preamble. 

In  general  terms,  section  402(j)  im¬ 
poses  two  statutory  moratoria  on  mutual 
to  stock  conversions  involving  or  to  in¬ 
volve  any  institution  whose  accounts  are 
insured  by  the  reuc  (with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  supervisory  cases) .  The  one  mor¬ 
atorium  extends  through  December  31, 
1973,  and  applies  to  certain  study  ap¬ 
plications.  ’The  other  mortatorium  ex- 
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tends  until  June  30,  1974,  and  apidies  to 
all  other  mutual  to  stock  conversions 
within  the  Board’s  jiurisdictlon.  Section 
402(j)  explicitly  recognizes  the  Board’s 
jurisdiction,  as  operating  head  of  the 
FSLIC,  over  all  mutual  to  stock  conver¬ 
sions  involving  or  to  involve  any  in¬ 
sured  institution. 

The  longer  moratorium  contained  in 
section  402(j)(l)  is  implemented  by 
paragraph  (a)  in  both  new  S  546.5  and 
new  §  563.22-1.  The  shorter  moratorium 
contained  in  section  402(J)  (2)  is  imErfe- 
mented  by  paragraph  (b)  in  both  new 
§  546.5  and  new  §  563.22-1. 

The  authority  to  impose  civil  penal¬ 
ties,  which  was  granted  to  the  CJorpora- 
tion  by  the  second  sentence  of  section 
402(j)(l),  is  implemented  by  para¬ 
graph  (c)  In  both  new  §  546.5  and  new 
§  563.22-1.  The  full  meaning  of  the  for¬ 
mer  paragraph  (c)  is  specified  by  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  latter  paragraph  (c). 

Paragraph  (d)  of  §  546.5  and  para¬ 
graphs  (d)  and  (e)  of  §  563.22-1  contain 
definitions  of  terms.  Such  paragraphs  are 
adopted  pursuant  to  the  grant  of  im¬ 
plementing  and  enforc«nent  authority 
contained  in  the  second  sentence  of  sec¬ 
tion  402(j)  (1)  and  pursuant  to  existing 
authority  imder  section  5(a)  of  the 
Home  Owners’  Loan  Act  of  1933  and  sec¬ 
tion  402(a)  of  'ntle  IV  of  the  National 
Housing  Act.  The  term  “study  applica¬ 
tion’’  is  defined  by  paragraph  (c)  of 
§  563.22-1  to  refer  solely  to  the  five  study 
applications  filed  with  the  Board  and 
the  Corporation  between  July  26,  1972, 
and  September  22.  1972.  The  term  “con¬ 
vert”  is  defined  by  paragraph  (d)  of 
§  563.22-1.  However,  certain  prohibited 
activities  included  within  the  term  may 
occur  if  authorized  in  writing  by  the 
Corporation. 

The  Board  received  a  very  heavy 
volume  of  public  comment  on  its  Janu¬ 
ary  3,  1973,  proposals  during  and  follow¬ 
ing  the  comment  period  therecm.  On 
March  12  and  13,  1973,  two  days  of  public 
hearings  were  held  on  the  proposals,  re¬ 
sulting  in  an  800  page  transcript.  During 
May  1973  extensive  testimony  on  the 
subject  of  conversions  was  taken  by  the 
Subcommittee  on  Bank  Supervision  and 
Insurance  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Banking  and  CTurrency.  ’Then  Acting 
Board  Chairman  Kamp  testified  at  those 
hearings  and  the  Board  presented 
lengthy  written  materials  to  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  both  during  and  following  the 
hearings. 

Following  a  review  of  the  views  and  in¬ 
formation  obtained  and  produced  as  a 
result  of  the  activities  described  above 
and  otherwise  available,  the  Board  di¬ 
rected  the  preparation  of  a  comprehen¬ 
sive,  in-depth  analysis  of  the  basic  is¬ 
sues  involved  in  mutual  to  stock  conver¬ 
sion  plans,  along  with  a  full  description 
of  the  advantages  and  disadvantages  of 
all  options  open  to  the  Board.  ’This  fur¬ 
ther  analysis  was  designed  to  ensure  that 
all  significant  aspects  of  the  information 
available  to  the  Board  were  taken  into 
full  account.  Following  careful  consider¬ 
ation  of  the  analysis  presented,  the 
Board  has  reached  a  number  of  deter¬ 
minations.  With  respect  to  the  timing  of 


the  Bofurd’s  future  actions  in  the  area  of 
mutual  to  stock  conversions,  the  Board 
presently  intends  to  adhere  to  the  f(d- 
lowing  schedule. 

1.  By  the  latter  part  of  October  1973 
the  staff  is  to  present  to  the  Board  a  draft 
of  revised  proposed  conversion  regula¬ 
tions. 

2.  By  mid-November  1973  revised  pro¬ 
posed  conversion  regulations  are  to  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  with 
a  comment  period  ending  December  31, 

1973. 

3.  Subsequent  to  such  publication  the 
five  study  applicants  will  be  able  to  re¬ 
vise  their  applications  on  the  basis  of  the 
revised  proposed  regulations  and  to  file 
such  revised  applications  with  the  Board 
which  will  process  them  to  the  extent 
practicable  consistent  with  preparation 
of  final  conversion  regulations. 

4.  By  approximately  January  31,  1974, 
final  conversion  regulations  are  expected 
to  be  adopted. 

5.  Between  the  date  of  adoption  of  final 
conversion  regulations  and  June  30. 

1974,  preliminary  and  final  approval  may 
be  given  to  any  revised  conversion  ap¬ 
plications  received  from  study  appli¬ 
cants,  if  appropriate. 

6.  During  such  period,  other  appli¬ 
cants  may  file  conversion  applications 
which  may.  in  the  Board’s  discretion  and 
subject  to  the  limitations  of  its  resources, 
be  processed  and  to  which  preliminary 
approval  may  be  given,  if  appropriate. 
Following  June  30,  1974,  final  approval 
may  be  given  to  these  other  applications, 
if  appropriate. 

7.  Following  June  30,  1974,  further  ap¬ 
plications  received  will  be  processed  in 
accordance  with  regulations  then  in  ef¬ 
fect. 

With  respect  to  the  substance  of  the 
revised  proposed  regulations,  the  Board’s 
principal  determination  is  that  they 
must  contain  substantially  greater  dis¬ 
incentives  to  shifts  of  funds  among 
associations  and  other  financial  institu¬ 
tions  than  were  contained  in  the  Janu¬ 
ary  3,  1973,  proposals.  The  Board  has 
come  to  the  view  that,  in  today’s  eco¬ 
nomic,  technological  and  social  envi¬ 
ronment.  the  financial  and  managerial 
stability  of  the  system  of  FSLIC  insured 
institutions  will  be  unacceptably  threat¬ 
ened  unless  the  so-called  “windfall” 
aspect  of  mutual  to  stock  conversions 
is  virtually  eliminated.  The  Board  acts 
as  the  exclusive  chartering,  supervisory 
and  insuring  authority  for  all  Federal 
savings  and  loan  associations  and  as  the 
exclusive  insuring  authority  for  State 
chartered  associations  holding  most  of 
the  assets  of  such  associations.  In  those 
capacities  the  Board  has  a  weighty  stat¬ 
utory  responsibility  regarding  the  sta¬ 
bility,  safety  and  soundness  of  the  system 
of  FSLIC  insured  institutions  and  must 
give  great  emphasis  to  these  factors  in 
determining  the  equity  of  conversion 
standards,  controls  and  procedures  to 
be  effective  on  a  national  basis. 

Further,  the  Board  is  concerned  that 
a  conversion  involving  a  “windfall”  dis¬ 
tribution  of  capital  stock  to  account- 
holders  without  payment  would  subject 
associations  preferring  to  remain  mutual 


to  excessive  pressure  to  convert  without 
proper  regard  to  whether  a  conversion 
of  a  particular  association  will  better 
able  it  to  serve  the  thrift  and  home 
financing  needs  of  its  community.  It  is 
of  major  concern  to  the  Board  that  the 
act  of  conversion  be  a  matter  of  free 
choice  and  that  any  conversion  regula¬ 
tion  not  contain  provisions  whose  effect 
might  be  to  force  an  association  to  con¬ 
vert  regardless  of  considerations  of  pub¬ 
lic  or  economic  benefit. 

In  order  to  avoid  these  and  other 
problems,  the  Board  presently  intends 
to  issue  revised  proposed  regulations  re¬ 
quiring  that  all  eligible  accountholders 
as  of  a  distribution  record  date  have  an 
opportunity  on  a  pro  rata  basis  to  pur¬ 
chase  all  the  capital  stock  of  the  convert¬ 
ing  institution  at  its  full  pro  forma 
market  value  (less  any  imderwriting  dis¬ 
counts  or  commissions) ;  that  those  eli¬ 
gible  accountholders  who  do  not 
purchase  will  not  receive  any  distribu¬ 
tion  of  capital  stock  or  cash;  and  that 
the  capital  stock  not  purchased  must  be 
sold  to  the  public,  who  may  include  ac¬ 
countholders,  borrowers  and  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  converting  association.  The 
requirement  that  the  converting  asso¬ 
ciation  receive  the  proceeds  from  the 
sale  of  its  stock  will  not  be  altered  in  the 
case  of  conversion  by  way  of  merger  or 
holding  company  acquisition. 

Further,  the  Board  presently  intends 
that  the  revised  proposed  regulations 
will  require  that  the  net  worth  of  the 
converting  association  as  of  the  date  of 
conversion  will  be  reserved  on  its  books 
(with  no  subsequent  additions  thereto) 
for  the  benefit  of  its  accountholders  as 
of  the  date  of  conversion  payable  only 
in  the  event  of  a  subsequent  full  liqui¬ 
dation  of  the  converted  association.  As 
those  accountholders  close  their  accounts 
subsequent  to  conversion,  the  amount 
of  this  reserve  account  will  be  reduced 
pro  tanto  on  the  books  of  the  converted 
association  until  the  reserve  accoimt 
eventually  terminates.  Such  interests  in 
this  reserve  account  would  not  be  af¬ 
fected  by  any  subsequent  merger  in¬ 
volving  the  converted  association. 

It  is  also  intended  that  the  system 
of  time  averaging  and  the  treatment  of 
predecessor  accounts  in  the  January  3, 
1973,  proposals  will  be  substantially  sim¬ 
plified.  An  additional  intended  change 
would  permit  plans  of  conversion  to  be 
approved  by  a  vote  of  a  majority  of  the 
eligible  outstanding  votes,  unless  State 
law  requires  a  higher  percentage. 

A  further  advantage  of  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  provisions  is  that  they  would 
directly  foster  a  significant  infiux  of 
capital  into  savings  and  loan  associa¬ 
tions.  This  will  strengthen  the  converted 
associations  and  will  also  provide  them 
with  an  additional  source  of  future  cap¬ 
ital  which  can  be  used  to  help  satisfy 
the  pressing  home  financing  needs  of 
the  Nation. 

Since  the  above  amendment  consists 
of  a  temporary  regulation  to  implement 
the  provisions  of  the  new  section  402 (j) 
of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as  amended, 
the  Board  hereby  finds  that  notice  and 
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public  procedure  thereon  are  unneces¬ 
sary  under  the  provisions  of  12  CFR 
508.11  and  5  U.S.C.  553(b).  The  Board 
hereby  finds,  for  the  same  reason,  that 
publication  of  the  amendment  for  the 
30-day  period  specified  in  12  CFR  508.14 
and  5  U.S.C.  553(d)  prior  to  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  thereof  is  also  imnecessary.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Board  hereby  provides 
that  the  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  as  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

§  363.22—1  Change  of  Slale-chartered 
mutual  institution  to  a  guaranty  or 
permanent  stock  type  institution. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(b)  of  this  section,  no  insured  institu¬ 
tion  may  convert  from  the  mutual  to  the 
stock  form  of  organization  without  the 
approval  of  the  Corporation,  and  imtil 
June  30,  1974,  the  Corporation  shall  not 
grant  such  approval,  except  that  this 
section  shall  not  limit  the  authority  of 
the  Con>oration  to  approve  conversions 
in  supervisory  cases  as  determined  by 
the  Corporation. 

(b)  After  December  31,  1973,  the  Cor¬ 
poration  may  approve  any  study  applica¬ 
tion  to  convert  pursuant  to  regulations 
then  in  effect  and  adopted  pursuant  to 
Title  rv  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as 
amended,  or  section  5  of  the  Home  Own¬ 
ers’  Loan  Act  of  1933,  as  amended. 

(c)  A  violation  of  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  by  an  insured  institution 
shall  render  the  insured  institution  liable 
for  a  civil  penalty  not  exceeding  one 
thousand  dollars  (which  penalty  shall  be 
cumulative  to  any  action  or  remedy 
otherwise  available  to  the  Corporation) 
per  day  for  each  day  that  the  insured 
institution  is  in  violation  of  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section,  which  penalty  the 
Corporation  may  recover  by  suit  or  other, 
wise  for  its  own  use. 

(d)  As  used  in  this  section  and  in 
§  546.5  of  this  chapter,  the  term  “con¬ 
vert”  includes,  but  is  not  limited  to,  any 
of  the  following  activities  except  to  the 
extent  that  such  activities  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  in  writing  by  the  Corporation; 

(1)  Adopting  a  plan  of  conversion  by 
an  insured  institution’s  board  of  direc¬ 
tors  or  giving  public  notice  by  press  re¬ 
lease,  direct  mailing  or  in  any  other  mat¬ 
ter  that  such  board  of  directors  intends 
to  adopt  a  plan  of  conversion; 

(2)  Submitting  a  plan  of  conversion 
by  means  of  a  notice  of  meeting,  proxy 
statement  or  otherwise  to  the  members 
of  an  insured  institution; 

(3)  Holding  a  meeting  of  the  members 
of  an  insured  institution  to  obtain  a  vote 
upon  a  plan  of  conversion;  or 

(4)  Issuing,  offering,  selling,  distribut¬ 
ing,  exchanging,  or  accepting  payment 
for  capital  stock  of  an  insured  institu¬ 
tion  in  order  to  effect  a  conversion  of  the 
insured  institution  from  the  mutual  to 
the  stock  form  of  organization,  whether 
directly  or  indirectly  or  through  a  merger 
or  acquisition. 

(e)  As  used  in  this  section  and  in 
§  546.5  of  this  chapter,  the  term  “study 
application”  means  the  5  study  applica¬ 
tions  filed  after  the  Board’s  annotince- 
ment  of  July  26,  1972,  that  it  would 


accept  study  applications  to  obtain  addi¬ 
tional  information  relevant  to  the  pos¬ 
sible  termination  of  its  “moratoriiun”  on 
conversions  and  before  the  Board’s  Reso¬ 
lution  No.  72-1112  of  September  22, 1972, 
stating  that  the  Board  would  not  accept 
further  study  applications  under  its  an¬ 
nouncement  of  July  26,  1972. 

(Secs.  4,  P.L.  93-100,  August  16,  1973;  secs. 
402,  403,  407,  48  Stat.  1256,  1257,  1260,  as 
amended,  12  U.S.C.  1725,  1726,  1730);  Reorg. 
Plan  No.  3  of  1947, 12  FR  4981,  3  CFR,  1943-48 
Comp.,  p.  1071.) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[SEAL]  Eugene  M.  Herrin, 

[FR  Doc.73-18836  FUed  9-5-73;8:45  am) 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  73-GL-29J 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation  of  Control  Zone  and  Alteration 
of  Transition  Area 

On  page  16080  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  June  20,  1973,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  which  would 
amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  designate 
a  control  zone  and  alter  the  transition 
area  at  East  St.  Louis,  Illinois. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  amendment  as  so  proposed  is  hereby 
adopted  as  set  forth: 

In  §  71.171  (38  FR  351),  the  following 
control  zone  is  added: 

East  St.  Louis,  III. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  the  B1  State 
Parks  Airport  (latitude  38'’34'30''  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  90°10'00’'  W.)  and  within  3  miles  each 
side  of  the  129°  bearing  from  the  airport  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mlle-radlus  area  to  8 
miles  southeast.  This  control  zone  Is  effective 
during  the  specific  dates  and  times  estab¬ 
lished  in  advance  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen.  The 
effective  date  and  time  wUl  thereafter  be 
continuously  published  In  the  Airman’s  In¬ 
formation  Manual. 

In  §  71.181  (38  FR  435),  the  following 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

East  St.  Louis,  III. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mlle  radius 
of  the  B1  State  Parks  Airport  (latitude  38* 
84'30”  N.,  longitude  90°10'00"  W.)  and  with¬ 
in  3  miles  each  side  of  the  129 ‘bearing  from 
the  airport  extending  from  the  7-mlle  radius 
area  to  8  miles  southeast. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  0901 
G.m.t.,  October  11, 1973. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  UB.C.  1348);  sec.  6(C),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c).) 


Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  HI.,  on  August  8, 
1973. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 
Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 
[FR  Doc.73-18795  FUed  9-6-73;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  73-NW-071 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  July  20,  1973,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (38  FR  19414)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  was 
considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  description  of  the  Eu¬ 
gene,  Oregon,  Transition  Area. 

Interested  persons  were  given  thirty 
days  in  which  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments.  No  objections  were 
received  and  the  proposed  amendment  is 
hereby  adopted  without  change. 

Effective  date. — This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  November  8, 
1973. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c).) 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Wash.,  on  August  27, 
1973. 

C.  B.  Walk,  Jr., 
Director,  Northwest  Region. 

In  §  71.181  (38  FR  435)  the  description 
of  the  Eugene,  Oregon,  Transition  Area 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Eugene,  Oregon 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700' 
above  the  surface  within  2-mUes  east  and 
10-mlles  west  of  the  Eugene  VORTAC  007* 
radial,  extending  from  the  VORTAC  to  14- 
mUes  north;  within  2-mUes  southeast  and 
3-mlIes  northwest  of  the  Eugene  VORTAC 
030°  radial,  extending  from  the  VORTAC  to 
13-mlIes  northeast;  that  airspace  south  of 
Eugene  bounded  on  the  east  by  a  line  4.5 
mUes  east  of  and  parallel  to  the  Eugene 
VORTAC  172°  radial,  on  the  south  by  an  arc 
of  a  21 -mile  radius  circle  centered  on  the 
Eugene  VORTAC,  on  the  west  by  a  line 
5-miles  northwest  of  and  parallel  to  the  Eu¬ 
gene  VORTAC  224°  radial;  within  2-mlles 
each  side  of  the  Eugene  VORTAC  272°  radial 
extending  from  the  VORTAC  to  12-mlles 
west;  that  airspace  extending  upward  from 
12()0-feet  above  the  surface,  east  of  Eugene 
bounded  on  the  north  by  V-121;  on  the  east 
by  Longitude  123'01'00’'  W,  on  the  south¬ 
east  by  V-452;  that  airspace  northeast  of 
Eugene,  bounded  on  the  north  by  V-536,  on 
the  south  by  V-121  and  on  the  west  by 
V-23E. 

[FR  Doc.73-18794  FUed  9 -5-73; 8: 45  am] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  73-WA-38] 

PART  75 — ESTABLISHMENT  OF  JET 

ROUTES  AND  AREA  HIGH  ROUTES 

Change  of  Area  High  Route  Waypoint 
Names 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula- 
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tions  Is  to  change  certain  waypoint 
names  to  five-letter  words. 

To  simplify  the  coding  system  for  area 
navigation  (RNAV)  waypoints,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  (PAA)  is 
assigning  five-letter  names  to  all  way- 
[>oints  not  collocated  with  the  navigation 
facility.  These  same  five  letters  will 
serve  as  the  waypoint  name,  location 
identifier  and  computer  code.  To  ease  the 
additional  worklo^  caused  by  the  large 
number  of  name  changes,  these  changes 
have  been  divided  into  foiu-  groups,  each 
located  in  a  different  section  of  the 
United  States,  and  each  becoming  effec¬ 
tive  on  a  different  charting  date. 

Since  the  identifying  names  of  way- 
points  is  a  minor  matter  upon  which  the 
public  is  not  particularly  interested, 
notice  and  public  procedure  thereon  are 
unnecessary.  However,  since  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  that  sufficient  time  be  allowed  to 
permit  appropriate  changes  to  be  made 
on  aeronautical  charts,  this  amendment 
will  become  effective  more  than  30 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Section  75.400  (37  FR  22974,  23330, 
23631,  24419,  24894,  26003,  26709,  38  FR 
700,  1625,  1924,  3589,  4710,  6990,  12904, 
13368,  14271,  14272,  15364,  19815)  is 
amended  as  follows; 

Wherever  waypoint  names  appear  in 
the  designation  of  area  high  routes,  they 
are  amended  as  specified  and  on  the 
effective  date  as  specified. 

Effective  0902  G.m.t.,  November  8, 
1973: 

“Reptile,  Fla.”  to  “Reply”;  “Hialeah, 
Fla,”  to  “Hight”;  “Barford,  Fla.”  to 
“Barca";  “Andy,  Fla.”  to  “Andre”; 
“Ponte  Verdra,  Fla.”  to  “Ponte”; 
“Apopka,  Fla.”  to  “Aport”;  “Archer, 
Fla.”  to  “Archi”;  “Peninsula,  Fla.” 
to  “Penny”;  “Sailfish,  Fla,”  to 
“Sails”;  “Tarpon,  Fla.”  to  “Tarpo”; 
“Chester,  Fla.”  to  “Chest”;  “Bay, 
Fla.”  to  “Babys”;  “Darby,  Fla.”  to 
“Darbs”;  “Gateway,  Fla.”  to 
“Gauge”;  “Halibut,  Fla.”  to  “Halbi”; 
“Neptune,  Fla.”  to  “Nepta”;  “Pike, 
Fla.”  to  “Pinks”;  “Shand,  Fla.”  to 
“Shave”;  “Bonefish,  Fla.”  to 
“Bondi”; 

“Bremen,  Ga.”  to  “Breme”;  “Social 
Circle,  Ga.”  to  “Socle”;  “Canton, 
Ga.”  to  “Cante”;  “Oliver,  Ga.”  to 
“Olive”;  “Amsterdam,  Ga.”  to 
“Amour”;  “Kenwood,  Ga.”  to 
“Kenny”;  “Russell,  Ga.”  to  “Rushy”; 
“Mauk,  Ga.”  to  “Mauks”;  “Lanier, 
Ga.”  to  “Lands”;  “Sinclair,  Ga.”  to 
“Sinca”;  “Springfield,  Ga.”  to 
“Spwng”;  “Texas,  Ga.”  to  “Taxii”; 
“Stone  Mountain,  Ga.”  to  “Stone”; 

“Fort  Payne,  Ala.”  to  “Payne”;  “Iron 
Mountain,  Ala.”  to  “Irony”; 

“Gilbert,  S.C.”  to  “Giles”;  “Irmo,  S.C.” 
to  “Irmos”;  “Gramling,  S.C.”  to 
“Grams”;  “Society,  S.C.”  to  “Soche”; 
“Ritter,  S.C.”  to  “Rites”;  “Azalea, 
S.C.”  to  “Azana”;  “Badger,  S.C.”  to 
“Baggy”;  “Shining  Rock,  S.C.”  to 
“Shine”; 


“Lincolnton,  N.C.”  to  “Linco”;  “Se- 
mora,  N.C.”  to  “Semlo”;  “Beech 
Mountain,  N.C,”  to  “Beech”;  “Surf 
City,  N.C.”  to  “Surfy”;  “Clarkton, 
N.C.”  to  “Clark”; 

“Red  Banks,  Miss.”  to  “Banks”; 

“Duck  River,  Tenn.”  to  “Ducks”; 
“Ashport,  Tenn.”  to  “Ashop”;  “Elm¬ 
wood,  Tenn.”  to  “Ffiman”: 

Effective  0901  G.m.t.,  December  6, 1973: 

“Tightwad,  Mo.”  to  “Tight”;  “Hawk, 
Mo.”  to  “Hawks”;  “Bogard,  Mo.”  to 
“Bogie”;  “West  Plaines,  Mo.”  to 
“Wests”;  “Redfield,  Mo.”  to  “Field”; 
“Sprott,  Mo.”  to  “Sprot”;  “Lawson, 
Mo”  to  “Lasso”; 

“Waldron,  Ark.”  “Waldo”;  “Birdeye, 
Ark.”  to  “Birle”;  “Horatio,  Ark.”  to 
“Horeb”; 

“Kenner,  La.”  to  “Kenna”;  “Mont¬ 
pelier,  La.”  to  “Monza”;  “Gueydan, 
La.”  to  “Guest”;  “Burkeville,  La.” 
to  “Burke”; 

“Refinery,  Tex.”  to  “Refix”;  “Tenaha, 
Tex.”  to  “Tenna”;  “Maryneal,  Tex.” 
to  “Marne”;  “Canadian,  Tex.”  to 
“Canas”;  “Telegraph,  Tex.”  to 
“Telia”;  “Plains,  Tex.”  to  “Plain”; 
“Rochester,  Tex.”  to  “Rocks”; 
“Crowell,  Tex.”  to  “Crows”;  “Hye, 
Tex.”  to  “Hyeto”;  “Yantis,  Tex.”  to 
“Yanti”;  “Diversion,  Tex.”  to 
“Diver”; 

“Kay,  Okla.”  to  “Kayes”;  “Tangier, 
Okla.”  to  “Tangy”; 

“Dresden,  Kans.”  to  “Dress”;  “Lenora, 
Kans.”  to  “Lenny”;  “Potter,  Kans.” 
to  .“Potsy”;  “Walcott,  Kans.”  to 
“Walco”;  “Enterprise,  Kans.”  to 
“Enter”;  “Larrabee,  Kans.”  to 
“Larch”;  “Factory,  Kans.”  to 
“Facto”; 

“Granada,  Colo.”  to  “Grand”;  “San¬ 
ford,  Colo.”  to  “Sandy”;  “Gypsum, 
Colo.”  to  “Monte”;  “Cabin  Creek, 


to  “Gilly”;  “Blanco, 

Colo.” 

to 

“Bland”; 

“Maybelle, 

Colo.” 

to 

“Maybe” 

:  “Shawnee, 

Colo.” 

to 

“Shawn” 

:  “Hog  Back,  Colo.”  to  ‘ 

‘Go¬ 

gan”: 

“Monument, 

Colo.” 

to 

“Month” 

;  “Almont,  Colo.”  to 

“Al- 

mon”;  “Strasburg,  Colo.”  to  “Stras”; 
“Rulison,  Colo.”  to  “Rulls”;  “Golden, 
Colo.”  to  “Golde”;  “Redstone,  Colo.” 
to  “Redds”;  “Wiggins,  Colo.”  to 
“Wiggi”; 

“Volcano,  N.  Mex.”  to  “Volca”;  “De¬ 
fiance,  N.  Mex."  to  “Defer”;  “Two 
Wells.  N.  Mex.”  to  “Wells”;  “Spring¬ 
er,  N,  Mex.”  to  “Sprin”;  “Vaughan, 
N,  Mex.”  to  “Vault”;  “Jal,  N.  Mex.” 
to  “Jalop”;  “Jewett,  N.  Mex.”  to 
“Jewel”;  “Mora,  N.  Mex.”  to  “Mo¬ 
ras’;’ 

“Cameron,  Ariz.”  to  “Camel”;  “Peak, 
Arlz.”  to  “Peaks”;  “Sheldon,  Ariz.” 
to  “Shell”;  “Sycamore,  Ariz.”  to 
“Sycmo”;  “Brenda,  Ariz.”  to 
“Brent”;  “Terrace,  Ariz.”  to  “Terra”; 
“Manila,  Ariz.”  to  “Mania”;  “Mule, 
Ariz.”  to  “Muley”;  “Shiunway, 
Ariz.”  to  “Shuma”;  “Kofa,  Ariz.”  to 
“Koffa”; 


“Hill  Creek.  Utah”  to  “Hills”;  “Nebo, 
Utah”  to  “Nebos”;  “Clear  Lake, 
Utah”  to  “Clera”;  “Arinosa,  Utah” 
to  “Aries”:  “Pool  Creek,  Utah”  to 
“Fools”:  “loka,  Utah”  to  “lokas”; 
“Greenwood,  Utah”  to  “Grees”; 
“Perron,  Utah”  to  “Feron”;  “Lake 
Shore,  Utah”  to  “Lakes”;  “Corring- 
ton,  Utah”  to  “Coing”;  “La  Salle, 
Utah”  to  “LaSal”;  “Spring  Bay, 
Utah”  to  “Spree”;  “White  Cliffs, 
Utah”  to  “White”: 

“Grafton,  Nev.”  to  “Graft”;  “Bristol, 
Nev.”  to  “Brisk”;  “El  Dorado,  Nev.” 
to  “Dodie”:  “Connors  Pass,  Nev.”  to 
“Conns”:  “Tenabo,  Nev.”  to  “Ten- 
bo”;  “Adamsville,  Nev.”  to  “Adapt”; 
“Wheeler,  Nev.”  to  “Whell”;  “Dela- 
plain,  Nev.”  to  “Della”;  “Coleman, 
Nev.”  to  “Coles”; 

“Fenner,  Calif.”  to  “Fenny”;  “Morrow, 
Calif.”  to  “Morro”;  “Mesquite, 
Calif.”  to  “Mesic”;  “Kirkwood, 
Calif.”  to  “Kirin”;  “Virginia,  Calif.” 
to  “Virga”;  “Rosi,  Calif.”  to  “Rosin”; 
“Malo,  Calif.”  to  “Perch”;  “Rabbit, 
Calif.”  to  “Rabbi”;  “Buckhorn, 
Calif.”  to  “Bucko”;  “Mayfair,  Calif.” 
to  “Mayan”;  “Gateway  Pine,  Calif.” 
to  “Gates”:  “Manteca,  Calif.”  to 


“Manca” 

;  “Palisades, 

Calif.” 

to 

“Palis”: 

“Stanislaus, 

Calif.” 

to 

“Stani”; 

“Beaumont, 

Calif.” 

to 

“Beaut”; 

“Easton,  Calif.’ 

’  to  “Easta”: 

“Wild  Rose,  Calif.”  to  “Wildy”; 
‘‘Chubbock,  Calif.”  to  “Chubs”: 
“Sawmill,  Calif.”  to  “Sawed”; 
“Washington,  Calif.”  to  “Washy”; 
“Hill,  Calif.”  to  “Hilly”;  “Likely 
Pines,  Calif.”  to  “Liked”;  “Redwood, 
Calif.”  to  “Redoo”;  “Cypress,  Calif,” 
to  “Ceres”;  “Apricot,  Calif.”  to 
“Fruit”;  “Maple,  Calif.”  to  “Leafs”; 
“Yucca,  Calif.”  to  “Yucan”; 
Effective  0901  G.m.t.,  January  3,  1974: 
“Sherwood,  Oreg.”  to  “Shero”;  “Day- 
ville,  Oreg.”  to  “Dayah”;  “Quartz, 
Oreg.”  to  “Quart”;  “Pauline,  Oreg.” 
to  “Paula”;  “Hemlock,  Oreg.”  to 
“Hemlo”; 

“Bothell,  Wash.”  to  “Boths”;  “Coulee, 
Wash.”  to  “Coule”;  “Sumner,  Wash.” 
to  “Summa”;  “Lowden,  Wash.”  to 
“Lowes”:  “Cumberland,  Wash.”  to 
“Combo”;  “Yacolt,  Wash.”  to 
“Yacht”: 

“McCammon,  Idaho”  to  “MaCam”; 
“Horseshoe,  Idaho”  to  “Horse”; 
“Grays  Lake,  Idaho”  to  “Grays”; 
“Knox,  Idaho”  to  “Knoxs”;  “Ches¬ 
ter,  Idaho”  to  “Chess”;  “Oreana, 
Idaho”  to  “Oriel”;  “Grangeville, 
Idaho”  to  “Grani”; 

“Hoi ter,  Mont.”  to  “Holte”;  “Eden, 
Mont.”  to  “Edens”;  “Moulton,  Mont.” 
to  “Moult”;  “Brockway,  Mont.”  to 
“Brock”;  “Jeffers,  Mont.”  to  “Jeffe”; 
“MUlegan,  Mont.”  to  “Mllle”;  “Lima, 
Mont.”  to  “Limes”;  “Big  Horn, 
Mont.”  to  “Biggs”;  “Rockvale, 
Mont.”  to  “Rocco”;  “Brandenburg, 
Mont.”  to  “Brink”;  “Heidy,  Mont.” 
to  “Hides”; 
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“Tank,  Wyo.”  to  “Tanks”;  “Bordeau, 
Wyo.”  to  “Borax”;  “Quealy,  Wyo.”  to 
“Queen”;  “Slater,  Wyo.”  to  “Slate”; 
“Vermillion,  Wyo.”  to  “Vercai”; 
“Clearmont,  Wyo.”  to  “Clear”;  “Split 
Rock.  Wyo.”  to  "Split”; 

“Ruskin,  Nebr.”  to  “Ruski”;  "Melton, 
Nebr.”  to  “Melto”;  “Sand,  Nebr.”  to 
“Sands”;  “Plum  Creek,  Nebr.”  to 
“Plums”;  “Angora,  Nebr.”  to  “An¬ 
glo”;  “Cumminsville,  Nebr.”  to 
Cumin”;  “Dry  Creek,  Nebr.”  to 
“Dries”;  “Seneca,  Nebr.”  to  “Senca”; 
“Bcaiesteel,  Nebr.”  to  “Bones”; 
“North  Star,  Nebr.”  to  “North”; 
“Trumbull,  Nebr.”  to  “Trump”; 

“Garden  Grove,  Iowa”  to  “Garde”; 
“Runnels,  Iowa”  to  “Rimdi”;  “El- 
beron,  Iowa”  to  “Elber”;  “Corwith, 
Iowa”  to  “Corey”;  “Kamrar,  Iowa” 
to  "Kamra”;  “Ute,  Iowa”  to  “Utero”; 
“Oranto,  Iowa”  to  “Orato”;  “Shipley, 
Iowa”  to  “Ships”;  “West  Union, 
Iowa”  to  “Union”;  “Danbury,  Iowa” 
to  “Danny”; 

“Lark,  N.  Dak.”  to  “Larks”; 

“Turtle  Creek,  S.  Dak.”  to  “Turts”; 
“Reva,  S.  I>ak.”  to  “Revas”;  “Ash 
Creek,  S.  Dak.”  to  “Ashey”;  “Bo¬ 
nilla,  S.  Dak.”  to  “Bonil”;  “Mud 
Butte,  S.  Dak.”  to  “Muddy”; 

Effective  0901  Gjn.t.,  January  31, 1974: 

“Denmark,  Wis.”  to  “Denny”; 

“Chapin,  HI.”  to  “Chaps”;  “Scales 
Mound,  ni.”  to  “Scale”;  “Marine, 
ni.”  to  “Marin”;  “Jerseyville,  m.”  to 
“Jerry”;  “Morrison,  Ill.”  to  “Morri”; 
“Anna,  Ill.”  to  “Annam”;  “Cantrall, 
m.”  to  “Canta”;  “Woodstock.  Ill.”  to 
“Stock”;  “Mounds,  HI.”  to  “Moods”; 
“Papi,  HI.”  to  “Poppy”;  “Prairie,  Ill.” 
to  “Pra3rs”;  “Warren,  HI.”  to 
“Wrens”; 

“Calumet.  Ky.”  to  “Calpe”;  “Wood¬ 
bine,  Ky.”  to  “Woodi”;  “Shoutout. 
Ky.”  to  “Shuto”;  “Sadler,  Ky,”  to 
“Sader”;  “Minerva,  Ky.”  to  “Miner”; 
“Canter.  Ky.”  to  “Canto”; 

“Mellott,  Ind.”  to  “Melot”;  “San  Pierre, 
Ind.”  to  “Perry”;  “Sunman,  Ind.”  to 
“Suman”;  “Foresman,  Ind.”  to 
“Pores”;  “Gosport,  Ind.”  to  “Gospo”; 
“Borden,  Ind.”  to  “Borde”;  “Mayhue, 
Ind.”  to  ‘Mayhu”;  “Tippecanoe,  Ind.” 
to  “Tippy”;  “Leopold,  Ind.”  to 
“Lepol";  “Judyville,  Ind.”  to  “Judys” 
“Osgood,  Ind.”  to  “Ogden”; 

“Wolverine,  Mich.”  to  “Wolvi”;  “Car- 
sonville,  Mich.”  to  “Carte”;  “Nir¬ 
vana,  Mich.”  to  “Nirva”;  “Kinder- 
hook,  Mich.”  to  “Kinds”;  “Sanilac, 
Mich.”  to  “Sanil”;  “Holt,  Mich.”  to 
“Holts”;  “Vermontville,  Mich.”  to 
“Vermi”; 

“Thackery,  Ohio”  to  “Thack”;  “Shilot, 
Ohio”  to  “Shilo”;  “Marble.  Ohio”  to 
“March”;  “Balsam,  Ohio”  to 
“Balsa”;  “Henrietta,  Ohio”  to 
“Henri”;  “Spot,  Ohio”  to  “Spots”; 
“Conifer,  Ohio”  to  “Conic”;  “Burt, 
Ohio”  to  “Burts”;  “Cameron,  Ohio” 
to  “Cameo”;  “Rittman,  Ohio”  to 
“Ritzs”; 

“Fancy  Gap,  Va.”  to  “Fancy”;  “Cop¬ 
per  Valley,  Va.”  to  “Coppa”;  “Rescue, 
Va.”  to  “Resco”; 

“KinbaU,  W,  Va.”  to  “Kimbo”;  “Rens- 
ford,  W.  Va.”  to  “Renfo”;  “Princess, 
W.  Va.”  to  “Prins”;  “Warwood,  W. 
Va.”  to  “Watts”; 


“Riddle,  Pa.”  to  “Rides”;  “Horn,  Pa.” 
to  “Homs”;  “Ormsby,  Pa.”  to 
“Ormby”;  “Furnace,  Pa.”  to 
“Puma”;  "Avis,  Pa.”  to  “Avast”; 
“Maiden,  Pa.”  to  “Maids”;  “Ulster, 
Pa.”  to  “Ulema”;  “Schocmer,  Pa.”  to 
“Schoo”;  “Bucktown,  Pa.”  to 
“Bucks”;  “Newton,  Pa.”  to  “Nesto”; 

“Cherry  Plain,  N.Y.”  to  “Cheri”;  “Sar¬ 
dine,  N.Y.”  to  “Sardi”;  “Gowanda, 
N.Y.”  to  “Gower”;  “Water  Mill, 
N.Y.”  to  “Water”;  “Loon  Lake,  N.Y.” 
to  “Loons”;  “Blakely,  N.Y.”  to 
“Blake”;  “Hamlet,  N.Y.”  to 
“Hamet”;  “Spad,  N.Y.”  to  “Spads”; 
“Belle  Terre,  N.Y.”  to  “Belle”;  “Em¬ 
pire.  N.Y.”  to  “Empty”;  “Frontier, 
N.Y.”  to  “Pawns”; 

“Davey,  Maine”  to  “Daves”;  “Merri¬ 
mack,  Maine”  to  “Merry”; 

“Boundary,  Md.”  to  “Bound”;  “Mar- 
bury,  Md.”  to  “Marby”; 

“Mary  Ann,  Mass.”  to  “Marys”; 
“Whaler,  Mass.”  to  “Whale”;  “Sum¬ 
mer,  Mass.”  to  “Sumta”; 

“Tugboat,  N.J.”  to  “Tugbo”;  “Penn- 
well,  N.J.”  to  “Penns”; 

“HoUand,  Vt.”  to  “HoUy”; 

“Eloy,  Ariz.”  to  “Elope”;  “Willcox, 
Ariz.”  to  “Willy”;  “Ventana,  Ariz.” 
to  “Venta”; 

“Kings,  Ga.”  to  “Kicks”; 

“Dibble,  Okla.”  to  “Dibbs”;  “Stigler, 
Okla.”  to  “Stick”; 

“Magnolia,  Tex.”  to  “Magno”; 

“Peoria,  HI.”  to  “Peony”; 

(Sec.  307(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a) ) ;  sec.  6(c) ,  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  US.C.  1655(c) .) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  29, 1973. 

H.  B.  HELSTROM, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

(FR  Doc.73-18857  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 

Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I— FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 

EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL 
PART  8— COLOR  ADDITIVES 
PART  9— COLOR  CERTIFICATION 

D  &  C  Brown  No.  1  and  External  D  &  C 

Violet  No.  2 

Correction 

In  PR  Doc.  73-15209,  appearing  at 
page  19969  for  the  issue  for  Thursday, 
July  26,  1973,  in  the  eleventh  paragraph 
of  §  9.  230  the  figure  in  parentheses  that 
now  reads  “(2.5-xylylazo)”  should  read 
“(2,5-xylylazo)”. 

Title  26 — Internal  Revenue 

CHAPTER  I— INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERV¬ 
ICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

(T.D.  72411 

PART  1— INCOME  TAX;  TAXABLE  YEARS 
BEGINNING  AFTER  DECEMBER  31,  1953 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  72-22153,  appearing  at  page 
28742  in  the  issue  of  December  29,  1972, 
in  the  penultimate  line  of  paragraph  (a) 
(2)  of  §  1.507-6,  the  letter  “c”  which  ap¬ 


pears  in  parentheses  at  the  end  of  the 
line  should  read  “a”. 

Title  32 — National  Defense 

CHAPTER  XII^DEFENSE  SUPPLY 
AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER  B — MISCELLANEOUS 
(DSAR  5400.14] 

PART  1285— AVAILABILITY  TO  THE 
PUBLIC  OF  OFFICIAL  INFORMATION 

Redesignation 

June  30.  1967. 

Part  1260  was  added  to  the  Ctode  of 
Federal  Regulations  by  an  amendment 
published  at  32  FR  11324,  August  4, 1967, 
to  be  effective  July  4,  1967.  The  title  of 
this  part  was  inadvertently  omitted 
from  a  revision  of  Title  32,  Chapter  XH, 
Subchapter  A.  published  at  34  FR  17267, 
October  24, 1969.  Consequently,  Part  1260 
was  deleted  from  the  January  1,  1970, 
edition  of  32  CFR  Parts  1000-1399,  based 
on  the  October  24,  1969,  amendment. 
However,  the  provisions  of  Part  1260 
have  continued  to  be  applied  to  questions 
of  public  availability  of  information  dur¬ 
ing  this  period.  Therefore,  it  has  been 
found  necessary  to  republish  Part  1260, 
and  redesignate  it  as  Part  1285  of  Sub¬ 
chapter  B.  Redesignated  Part  1285  is 
republished  without  substantive  change, 
and  remains  effective  as  of  July  4,  1967. 

As  redesignated.  Part  1285  is  added  to 
Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  XH  of  Title  32 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to 
read  as  set  forth  below. 

By  order  of  the  Director,  Defense 
Supply  Agency. 

George  W.  Johnson,  Jr., 

Colonel.  VSAF. 

Staff  Director,  Administration. 

Part  1285  is  added  to  Title  32  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  reading  as 
follows: 

Sec. 

1285.1  References. 

1285.2  Purpose. 

1285.3  SG<^e. 

1285.4  General. 

1285.5  Responsibilities. 

1285.6  Procedures. 

Authoritt:  The  provisions  of  this  Part 
1285  Issued  under  5  U.S.C.  552,  559. 

§  1285.1  Reference*.* 

(a)  DOD  Directive  5400.7,  Availability 
to  the  Public  of  Department  of  Defense 
Information. 

(b)  DSAR  5400.12,  Provision  of  Infor¬ 
mation  to  Congress. 

(c)  DSAR  7230.1,  Schedule  of  Fees 
and  Charges  for  Copying,  Certification, 
and  Search  of  Records. 

(d)  DSAR  4185.8,  Technical  Data  and 
Information  Required  for  Defense  Sup¬ 
ply  Agency;  Determination  of  Require¬ 
ments  and  Procurement  of. 

(e)  5  U.S.C.  551  (Section  2  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  procedure  Act) , 

(f)  DSAR  5205  series. 

(g)  18  U.S.C.  1905  (Confidential  Trade 
Information) . 

^  Reference  material  may  be  obtained  from 
Department  of  Defense,  Defense  Supply 
Agency,  and  Superintendent  of  Documents. 
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(h)  Public  Law  86-36  (50  U.S.C.  402 
note)  (National  Security  Agency  Re¬ 
porting  Exemption). 

(i)  35  U.S.C.  181-188  (Patent  Se¬ 
crecy)  . 

(j)  Armed  Services  Procurement  Reg¬ 
ulation. 

§  1285.2  Purpose. 

To  announce  the  policies  and  to  pre¬ 
scribe  the  procedm-es  governing  the  re¬ 
lease  to  the  public  of  Defense  Supply 
Agency  (DSA)  documentary  material  or 
records,  or  information  therefrom,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  S  1285.1(a) . 

§  1285.3  Scope. 

This  DSAR  is  applicable  to  HQ  DSA 
and  to  DSA  field  activities. 

§  1285.4  General. 

(a)  Background. — Section  1285.1(a) 
describes  the  kinds  of  official  records  and 
information  that  must  be  made  available 
to  the  public,  describes  the  kffids  of  in¬ 
formation  that  need  not  be  made  availa¬ 
ble  to  Uie  public,  requires  facilities  be 
made  available  to  the  public  for  the  ex¬ 
amination  and  copying  of  records,  and 
provides  procedures  for  the  review  of  re¬ 
fusals  to  release  records  and  information 
to  the  public.  Requests  from  Members  of 
Congress  are  governed  by  S  1285.1(b). 
Additional  guidance  with  respect  to  re¬ 
lease  of  procurement  information  is  con¬ 
tained  in  §  1285.1(j). 

(b)  Definition  of  “records.” — (1)  In 
determining  whether  documentary  ma¬ 
terial  qualifies  as  a  "record”,  considera¬ 
tion  should  be  given  to  the  Act  of  July  7, 
1943,  ch.  192,  sec.  1  (44  U.S.C.  366) 
which  defines  the  word  "record”  for 
records  disposal  purposes  as  follows: 

[It]  Includes  all  books,  papers,  maps,  pho- 
to^aphs,  or  other  documentary  materials, 
regardless  of  physical  form  or  characteristics, 
made  or  received  by  any  agency  of  the  UJS. 
Government  In  pursuance  of  Federal  law  or 
In  connection  with  the  transaction  of  public 
business  and  preserved  or  appropriate  for 
preservation  by  that  agency  or  Its  legitimate 
successor  as  evidence  of  the  organization, 
functions,  policies,  decisions,  procedures,  op¬ 
erations,  or  other  activities  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  or  because  of  the  informational  value 
of  data  contained  therein. 

(2)  The  term  "records”  does  not  in¬ 
clude  objects  or  articles  such  as  struc- 
tiu-es,  furniture,  paintings,  sculpture, 
three-dimensional  models,  vehicles, 
equipment,  etc.,  whatever  their  histori¬ 
cal  value  or  value  as  “evidence.” 

(3)  Records  are  not  limited  to  per¬ 
manent  or  historical  documents  but 
include  contemporaneous  documents  as 
well. 

(c)  Policy. — (1)  General,  (i)  It  is  the 
policy  of  DSA  to  make  available  to  the 
public  the  maximum  amount  of  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  its  operations  and  activ¬ 
ities.  Exceptions  to  the  requirements  for 
disclosure  will  be  made  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  subparagraph  (4) 
of  this  paragraph  and  the  release  proce¬ 
dures  in  §  1285.6. 

(ii)  Information  exempt  from  public 
disclosure  imder  provisions  of  subpara¬ 
graph  (4)  of  this  paragraph  should  be 


made  available  to  the  public  when  its 
disclosure  is  not  inconsistent  with  statu¬ 
tory  requirements  or  with  §  1285.1(f) 
and  when  officials  determine  that  no 
significant  purpose  would  be  served  by 
withholding  the  information.  The  deter¬ 
mination  of  whether  a  significant  pur¬ 
pose  is  served  by  withholding  informa¬ 
tion  under  provisions  of  subparagraph 

(4)  of  this  paragraph  is  within  the  sole 
discretion  of  the  DSA  official  authorized 
by  this  Part  1285  to  deny  release. 

(iil)  Records  and  other  documents  or 
related  material  may  be  withheld  from 
the  public  only  as  authorized  by  this 
Part  1285.  In  no  event  shall  the  determi¬ 
nation  Uiat  requested  information  comes 
within  any  of  the  specific  exemptions  in 
subparagraph  (4)  of  this  paragraph,  or 
that  information  has  not  been  properly 
requested  be  infiuenced  by  the  possibility 
that  its  release  might  suggest  adminis¬ 
trative  error  or  inefficiency  or  might  em¬ 
barrass  DSA  or  an  official  of  DSA. 

(2)  Availability  of  records. — (i)  Sub¬ 
ject  to  the  exemptions  in  subparsigraph 
(4)  of  this  paragraph  and  the  procediu^l 
requirements  of  §  1285.6,  any  record  in 
the  possession  of  DSA  will  be  made  avail¬ 
able  upon  the  request  of  any  person. 
CJopies  of  records  which  have  been  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  or  made 
available  for  inspection  and  copying 
under  provisions  of  subparagraph  (3)  of 
this  paragraph,  should  also  be  furnished, 
when  practicable,  upon  request  by  any 
person. 

(ii)  In  determining  whether  documen¬ 
tary  material  qualifies  as  a  “record”, 
consideration  will  be  given  to  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  a  "record”  in  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section. 

(iii)  A  request  for  a  record  will  be 
honored  if: 

(a)  The  requestor  describes  the  rec¬ 
ord  sought  with  sufficient  particularity 
to  enable  DSA  to  locate  the  record  with 
a  reasonable  amount  of  effort. 

(b)  The  requestor  is  willing  and  able 
to  pay  the  cost  associated  with  locating 
and  providing  a  copy  of  the  record 
sought,  as  determined  by  §  1285.1(c). 

(c)  The  requestor  complies  with  the 
requirements  of  this  Part  1285  regarding 
the  time,  place,  and  procedure  for  ob¬ 
taining  a  copy  of  the  record, 

(Iv)  In  order  for  a  record  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  “identifiable,”  it  must  exist  at 
the  time  of  the  request.  There  is  no  obli¬ 
gation  to  "create”  a  record  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  satisfying  a  request  for  informa¬ 
tion.  When  the  information  requested 
exists  in  the  form  of  several  records  at 
several  locations,  the  applicant  should 
be  referred  to  those  sources  if  gathering 
the  Information  would  be  burdensome. 

(V)  When  the  record  requested  was 
originated  by  another  agency,  the  re¬ 
quest  will  be  referred  promptly  and  di¬ 
rectly  to  that  agency  for  disposition.  The 
originating  agency  of  a  record  should 
consult  with  other  agencies  having  a  sig¬ 
nificant  interest  in  the  content  of  a  re¬ 
quested  document  before  determining 
whether  to  make  it  available.  A  member 
of  the  public  requesting  material  pri¬ 
marily  concerning  a  Member  of  Con¬ 


gress  or  Congressional  Committee,  or  a 
transcript  of  testimony  given  before  a 
Congressional  Committee  will  be  advised 
to  direct  his  request  to  the  Member  or 
Committee  concerned. 

(Vi)  Elements  of  DSA  will  avoid  creat¬ 
ing  procedural  obstacles  when  internal 
DSA  or  Department  of  Defense  organiza¬ 
tional  questions  arise,  particularly  where 
reorganization  or  transfer  of  functions 
contributes  to  an  improperly  directed  re¬ 
quest.  DSA  personnel  \^1  make  all  rea¬ 
sonable  efforts  to  assist  private  persons 
in  directing  requests  for  information  to 
the  appropriate  authorities. 

(3)  Inspection  and  copying  of  opin¬ 
ions.  orders,  and  manuals. — (i)  Subject 
to  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (4)  of  this  paragraph,  DSA  will 
make  available  for  public  inspection  and 
copying  in  an  appropriate  facility  or  fa¬ 
cilities  in  accordance  with  the  proce¬ 
dures  in  §  1285.6  the  following  materials, 
unless  such  materials  are  published  and 
copies  offered  for  sale: 

(a)  All  final  opinions  (including  con¬ 
curring  and  dissenting  opinions)  and 
orders  in  adjudication,  as  defined  in 
§  1285.1(e)  that  may  be  cited,  used,  or 
relied  upon  as  precedents  in  future 
adjudication. 

(b)  Statements  of  policy  and  inter¬ 
pretations  of  less  than  general  applica¬ 
bility  affecting  the  public  but  not  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(c)  Administrative  staff  manuals  and 
instructions,  or  portions  of  such,  which 
establish  DSA  policy  or  interpretation  of 
policy  that  is  determinative  of  the  rights 
of  members  of  the  public.  This  provision 
does  not  apply  to  instructions  for  em¬ 
ployees  on  the  tactics  and  techniques  to 
be  used  in  performing  their  duties,  or  to 
instructions  relating  only  to  the  internal 
management  of  the  Agency.  Examples 
of  manuals  and  instructions  not  nor¬ 
mally  made  available  are: 

(1)  Those  issued  for  audit  and  inspec¬ 
tion  purposes. 

(2)  Those  which  prescribe  operational 
tactics,  standards  of  performance,  or 
criteria  for  defense,  prosecution,  or  set¬ 
tlement  of  cases. 

(3)  Operations  and  maintenance 
manuals  and  technical  information  con¬ 
cerning  munitions,  equipment,  and  sys¬ 
tems. 

(ii)  When  feasible,  all  material  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
made  available  for  inspection  and  copy¬ 
ing,  along  with  any  available  index  of 
that  published  material,  in  the  same  fa¬ 
cility  or  facilities  provided  for  insiiec- 
tion  and  copying  of  opinions,  orders, 
and  manuals. 

(iii)  Identifying  details  which  if  re¬ 
vealed  would  create  a  clearly  imwar- 
ranted  invasion  of  personal  privacy  may 
be  deleted  from  any  final  opinion,  order, 
statement  of  policy,  interpretation,  staff 
manual,  or  instruction  made  available 
for  inspection  and  copying.  In  every 
such  case,  the  justification  for  the  de¬ 
letion  must  be  fully  explained  in  writ¬ 
ing. 

(iv)  No  order,  opinion,  statement  of 
policy,  interpretation,  staff  manual,  or 
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instruction  which  is  issued, .  promul¬ 
gated.  or  adopted  after  July  4.  1967, 
which  is  not  indexed  and  either  made 
available  or  published,  may  be  relied 
upon,  used,  or  cited  as  a  precedent 
against  any  member  of  the  public  unless 
he  has  actual  and  timely  notice  of  its 
terms.  If  the  order,  i^inion,  statement 
of  policy,  interpretation,  staff  manual, 
or  instruction  was  issued,  promulgated, 
or  adopted  before  July  4,  1967,  It  need 
not  be  indexed  but  must  be  made  avail¬ 
able  in  accOTdance  with  subdivision  (i) 
of  this  subparagraph. 

(a)  In  determining  whether  an  order, 
opinion,  statement  of  policy,  interpreta¬ 
tion,  staff  manual,  or  instruction  is 
likely  to  be  used  or  relied  upon  as  prece¬ 
dent,  the  primary  test  will  be  whether 
it  is  intended  to  provide  binding  guid¬ 
ance  for  decisions  or  evaluations  by  sub¬ 
ordinates  or  for  future  decisions  by  the 
same  authority  in  adjudications  of  cases 
affecting  the  public,  where  similar  facts 
or  issues  are  presented. 

(b)  With  regard  to  the  precedental 
effect  of  an  adjudication,  (H>iiiions,  and 
orders  of  the  Boards  of  Review  exem¬ 
plify  the  type  that  shall  be  made  avail¬ 
able  for  ins(>ection  and  copying  since 
they  may  be  relied  upon,  used  or  cited  in 
future  adjudications.  By  contrast,  orders 
and  opini<ms  resulting  frmn  adjudica¬ 
tions  such  as  those  involving  internal 
personnel  (including  military  personnel) 
proceedings  and  security  proceedings 
are  not  required  to  be  made  available  to 
the  general  pubUc  for  inspection  and 
copying  since  they  are  not  reUed  upon, 
us^  or  cited  in  future  adjudications. 

(V)  The  cost  to  DSA  of  copying  any 
such  opinion,  wder,  or  statement  of  pol¬ 
icy  or  interpretation  will  be  imposed  on 
the  person  requesting  the  document, 
imder  provisicms  of  S  1285.1(c). 

(4)  Exemptions. — (i)  Documentary 
material  which  would  otherwise  have  to 
be  made  available  under  subparagraphs 

(2)  and  (3)  of  this  paragraph,  may  be 
withheld  from  public  disclosure  if  it 
comes  within  a  specific  exemption.  How¬ 
ever,  even  ex^pted  material  should  be 
made  available  if,  in  the  jtidgment  of  the 
releasing  authority,  no  significant  piu- 
pose  would  be  served  by  withh(riding  it 
from  the  requestor  under  an  applicable 
exemption  and  its  release  is  not  incon¬ 
sistent  with  statutory  requirements  or 
S  1285.1(f). 

(ii)  The  f(^owing  types  of  records 
may  be  withheld  from  public  disclosure: 

(a)  Those  requiring  protection  in  the 
interest  of  natitmal  defense  or  foreign 
policy  according  to  the  criteria  estab¬ 
lished  by  5  1285.1(f)  or  by  Executive 
order. 

(b)  Those  containing  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  orders,  manuals,  directives,  and  in¬ 
structions  relating  to  the  internal  per¬ 
sonnel  rules  or  to  the  internal  practices 
of  the  Dep>artmeat  of  Defense.  Examples 
include: 

(2)  Operating  rules,  guidelines,  and 
manuals  for  Department  of  Defense  in¬ 
vestigators,  inspectors,  auditors,  or  ex¬ 
aminers,  and  schedules  or  methods  which 
cannot  be  disclosed  to  the  pubUc  with¬ 
out  substantial  prejudice  to  the  effective 


performance  of  a  significant  function  of 
the  Department  of  Defmse.  Some  of 
those  materials  would  reveal: 

(1)  Negotiating  and  bargaining 
techniques. 

(n)  Bargaining  limitatiooLS  and 
positions. 

(m)  Inspecticm  schedules  and 
methods. 

(to)  Audit  schedules  and  methods. 

(2)  Personnel  and  other  administra¬ 
tive  matters  such  as  examination  ques¬ 
tions  and  answers  used  in  training 
courses  or  in  the  determination  of  the 
qualifications  of  candidates  for  employ¬ 
ment.  entrance  to  duty,  advancement  or 
promotion. 

(c)  Those  containing  information 
which  statutes  authorize  or  require  be 
withheld  from  the  public.  The  authoriza¬ 
tion  or  requirement  may  be  found  in  the 
terms  of  the  statute  itself  or  in  Executive 
orders  or  in  regifiations  authorized  by,  or 
in  implementation  of  the  statute.  Ex¬ 
amples  include: 

(1)  Trade  technical  and  financial  in¬ 
formation  provided  in  confidence  by 
businesses,  governed  by  §  1285.1(g). 

(2)  Naticmal  Security  Agency  infor¬ 
mation,  governed  by  §  1285.1(h). 

(J)  Any  records  containing  informa¬ 
tion  relating  to  inventions  which  are  the 
subject  of  patent  applications  on  which 
Patent  Secrecy  Orders  have  been  issued, 
governed  by  §  1285. l(i). 

(d)  Those  containing  information 
which  DSA  receives  from  anyone  includ¬ 
ing  an  individual,  a  foreign  nation,  an 
international  organization,  a  State  or 
local  government,  a  corporation,  or  any 
other  organization  with  the  understand¬ 
ing  that  it  will  be  retained  on  a  privileged 
-or  confidential  basis,  or  similar  commer¬ 
cial  or  financial  records  which  DSA  de¬ 
velops  internally,  if  they  are  in  fact  the 
kinds  of  records  which  are  normally  con¬ 
sidered  privileged  or  confidential.  Such 
records  include  doctunents  containing: 

(1)  Information  customarily  consid¬ 
ered  privileged  or  confidential  imder  the 
rules  of  evidence  in  the  Federal  courts, 
such  as  information  coming  within  the 
doctcMT-patient,  lawyer-client,  or  priest- 
penitent  privileges. 

(2)  Commercial  or  financial  informa¬ 
tion  received  in  confidence  in  connection 
with  loans,  bids  or  proposals,  as  well  as 
other  information  received  in  confidence 
or  privileged,  such  as  trade  secrets,  in¬ 
ventions  and  discoveries,  or  other  pro¬ 
prietary  data. 

(3)  Statistical  data  and  ccxnmercial 
or  financial  information  concerning  con¬ 
tract  performance,  income,  profits,  losses, 
and  expenditures,  if  received  in  con¬ 
fidence  from  a  contractor  or  potential 
contractor. 

(4)  Information  such  as  research 
data,  formulae,  designs,  drawings,  and 
other  technical  data  and  reports  which: 

(i)  Are  significant  as  items  of  valu¬ 
able  property  acquired  in  connection 
with  research,  grants,  or  contracts. 

(ti)  Would  likely  be  held  in  confidence 
if  owned  by  private  parties. 

(5)  Persimal  statonents  given  in  the 
course  of  inspections  or  investigations, 
where  such  statements  are  received  in 


confidence  from  the  individual  and  re¬ 
tained  in  confidence. 

(e)  Except  as  provided  in  (I)  of  this 
subdivision,  internal  communications 
within  and  among  elements  of  Federal 
agencies  and  of  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense. 

(1)  Examples  include:  (0  Staff  pa¬ 
pers  containing  staff  advice,  opinkms,  or 
suggestions. 

(it)  Information  received  or  gener¬ 
ated  by  DSA  preliminary  to  a  decision  or 
action,  including  draft  versions  of  docu¬ 
ments,  where  prematime  disclosure  would 
harm  the  authorized  appropriate  pur- 
p>ose  for  which  the  records  are  being 
used. 

(iii)  Advice,  suggestions,  or  reports 
prepared  on  behalf  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  by  boards,  committees,  councils, 
groups,  panels,  conferences,  commis¬ 
sions,  task  forces,  or  other  similar  groups 
that  are  formed  by  a  component  to  ob¬ 
tain  advice  and  recommendations; 

(iv)  Records  of  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  evaluations  of  contractors  and 
their  products  which  in  effect  constitute 
rec(xnmendations  or  advice  and  could  be 
used  improperly  to  the  advantage  or  to 
the  detriment  of  private  Interests. 

(o)  Advance  information  on  such  mat¬ 
ters  as  proposed  plans  to  procure,  lease 
or  otherwise  acquire  and  dispose  of  mate¬ 
rials.  real  estate,  facilities,  or  fimctions, 
when  such  information  would  provide 
undue  or  unfair  competitive  advantage 
to  private  personal  interests. 

(Vi)  Records  which  are  exchanged 
among  agency  personnel  or  within  and 
among  elements  of  Federal  agencies  and 
the  Department  of  Defense  preparing 
for  anticipated  legal  proceedings  before 
any  Federal,  state,  or  military  court  or 
before  any  regulatory  body. 

(vii)  Reports  of  inspections,  audits, 
investigations,  or  surveys  which  pertain 
to  safety,  security  or  the  internal  man¬ 
agement,  administration,  or  operation  of 
the  Department  of  Defense. 

(2)  If  any  such  intra-agency  or  inter¬ 
agency  Information  requested  would 
routinely  be  made  available  through  the 
discovery  process  in  the  course  of  litiga¬ 
tion  with  DSA,  then  it  should  not  be 
withheld  from  the  general  public.  If, 
however,  the  information  would  only  be 
made  available  through  the  discovery 
process  by  special  order  of  the  court 
based  on  the  particular  needs  of  a  liti¬ 
gant  balanced  against  the  interests  of 
DSA  in  maintaining  its  confidentiality, 
then  the  record  or  docmnent  should  not 
be  made  available  to  a  member  of  the 
general  public. 

(/)  Information  in  p>ersonnel  and  med¬ 
ical  files,  as  well  as  information  in  simi¬ 
lar  files  that,  if  disclosed  to  a  member 
of  the  public,  would  result  in  a  clearly 
imwarranted  invasion  of  personal 
privacy. 

(i)  Examples  of  files  similar  to  per¬ 
sonnel  and  medical  files  include: 

(i)  Those  compiled  to  evaluate  or  ad¬ 
judicate  the  suitability  of  ceuidldates  for 
civilian  employment  and  the  eligibility 
of  individuals,  civilian,  military,  or  in¬ 
dustrial  for  security  clearances. 
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(ii)  Files  containing  reports,  records, 
and  other  material  pertaining  to  person¬ 
nel  matters  in  which  administrative  ac¬ 
tion,  including  disciplinary  action,  may 
be  taken. 

(2)  In  determining  whether  the  re¬ 
lease  of  Information  would  result  in  a 
clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of  privacy, 
consideration  should  be  given  in  cases 
such  as  those  Involving  alleged  miscon¬ 
duct,  to  the  relationship  of  the  alleged 
misconduct  to  an  individual's  official 
duties,  the  amount  of  time  which  has 
passed  since  the  alleged  misconduct,  and 
the  degree  to  which  the  individual’s 
privacy  has  already  been  invaded.  Thus, 
the  release  of  information  concerning 
alleged  misconduct  which  is  closely  re¬ 
lated  to  official  duties,  which  has  oc¬ 
curred  recently,  and  which  has  already 
been  exposed  to  the  public  is  less  likely 
to  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

(3)  When  the  sole  and  exclusive  basis 
for  withholding  information  is  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  personal  privacy  of  an  in¬ 
dividual,  the  Information  should  not  be 
withheld  from  him  or  from  his  desig¬ 
nated  legal  representative.  An  individ¬ 
ual’s  personnel,  medical,  or  similar  Ales 
may  be  withheld  from  him  or  from  his 
designated  legal  representative  for  rea¬ 
sons  other  than  the  protection  of  his 
personal  privacy  when  valid  Civil  Service 
Commission  regulations  or  other  valid 
regulations  so  authorize. 

(g)  Investigatory  files  compiled  for 
the  purpose  of  enforcing  civil,  criminal, 
or  military  law,  including  Executive 
orders,  or  regulations  validly  adopted 
pursuant  to  law. 

(I)  Examples  include: 

(1)  Statements  of  witnesses  and  other 
material  based  on  the  information  de¬ 
veloped  during  the  course  of  the  investi¬ 
gation  and  all  materials  prepared  in 
connection  with  related  Government 
litigation  or  adjudicative  proceedings. 

(ii)  Lists  of  firms  or  individuals  sus¬ 
pended  imder  procurement  regulations 
when  the  lists  are  compiled  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  investigations  of  irregularities. 

(2)  The  right  of  individual  litigants 
to  investigatory  files  currently  available 
by  law  is  not  diminished. 

(Ti)  Those  contained  in  or  related  to 
examination,  operating,  or  condition  re¬ 
ports  prepared  by,  on  behalf  of,  or  for 
the  use  of  any  agency  responsible  for  the 
regulation  or  supervision  of  financial 
institutions. 

(i)  Those  containing  geological  and 
geophysical  information  and  data,  in¬ 
cluding  maps,  concerning  wells. 

(5)  Identification  and  Marking  “FOR 
OFFICIAL  USE  ONLY”.  (1)  Records 
which  are  not  classified  under  §  1285.1(f) 
but  which  are  authorized  by  §  1285.1(a) 
to  be  withheld  from  general  public  dis¬ 
closure  imder  subparagraph  (4)  of  this 
paragraph  and  which  for  a  significant 
reason  should  not  be  given  general  cir¬ 
culation  shall  be  considered  as  being 
••FOR  OFFICIAL  USE  ONLY”  (FOUO) . 

(ii)  A  record  that  Is  considered  “FOR 
OFFICIAL  USE  ONLY”  may  be  marked 
"FOR  OFFICIAL  USE  ONLY”  when 


such  marking  is  deemed  necessary  to 
insure  that  all  persons  having  access  to 
the  record  are  aware  that  it  should  not 
be  publicly  released  and  should  not  be 
handled  indiscriminately.  Individual 
folders,  records,  and  files  covering  spe¬ 
cific  kinds  of  subject  matter,  normally 
falling  within  the  exemptions  of  sub- 
paragraph  (4)  of  this  paragraph  such  as 
personnel  and  medical  files,  bids,  pro- 
p>osals,  and  the  like,  which  are  covered 
by  rules  and  regulations  specifying  what 
may  be  released  publicly,  do  not  require 
the  “FOUO”  marking  unless  handled 
imder  circumstances  where  marking  is 
essential  to  insure  protection  of  the  in¬ 
formation  involved. 

(a)  The  marking  shall  not  be  used  on 
records  which  are  classified  under 
§  1285.1(f)  but,  if  otherwise  proper  under 
this  Part  1285,  may  be  applied  to  infor¬ 
mation  or  material  which  has  been 
declassified. 

(b)  Information  contained  in  a  tech¬ 
nical  document  for  which  a  determina¬ 
tion  has  been  made  that  a  distribution 
statement  under  §  1285.1(d)  is  appro¬ 
priate  shall  not  be  marked  “FOUO.” 

(iii)  Material  which  is  considered 
“FOR  OFFICIAL  USE  ONLY”  must  be 
safeguarded  from  general  disclosure  ir¬ 
respective  of  whether  the  material  is 
physically  marked  with  the  term  “FOR 
OFFICIAL  USE  ONLY.” 

(iv)  Whenever  necessary  to  assure 
proper  understanding,  individual  para¬ 
graphs  which  contain  FOUO  information 
shall  be  marked  with  symbol  “FOUO.” 
In  classified  documents,  this  marking 
should  be  applied  only  to  paragraphs 
which  contain  FOUO  information  and 
do  not  contain  classified  information. 

§  1285.5  Responsibilities. 

(a)  The  Chief.  Publications  Division, 
Office  of  Administration,  HQ  DSA,  will 
review  DSA  publications  to  assure  that 
those  which  meet  the  criteria  for  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  are  prepared 
in  proper  form  and  transmitted 
promptly  for  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register,  as  required  by  DSAR  5025.19, 
Publications  of  Documents  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(b)  The  Chief,  Administrative  Man¬ 
agement  Division,  Office  of  Administra¬ 
tion,  HQ  DSA,  will: 

(1)  Serve  as  the  point  of  contact  for 
referring  members  of  the  public,  except 
the  news  media,  desiring  to  examine  and 
copy  records  to  the  appropriate  staff  ele¬ 
ment  within  HQ  DSA,  or  within  the  DSA 
Administrative  Support  Center  having 
custody  of  the  records. 

(2)  Maintain  for  examination  and 
copying  by  the  public  a  copy  of  the  ma¬ 
terial  and  documents  referred  to  in 
paragraph  (e)  (3)  of  this  section. 

(3)  Process  requests  for  records  re¬ 
ceived  under  provisions  of  §  1285.6(a)  (1) . 

(4)  Process  to  the  Director/Deputy 
Director,  DSA  after  coordination  with 
the  Counsel,  HQ  DSA,  and  other  ap¬ 
propriate  HQ  DSA  staff  elements  appeals 
from  refusals  to  provide  a  record. 

(c)  The  Special  Assistant  for  Public 
Affairs,  HQ  DSA  will  serve  as  the  central 


point  of  contact  for  the  release  of  infor¬ 
mation  to  the  news  media. 

(d)  The  Heads  of  HQ  DSA  Principal 
Staff  Elements  will: 

(1)  Review  all  instructions  for  which 
they  are  the  proponent  to  insure  that 
such  instructions  are  not  inconsistent 
with  the  provisions  of  this  Part  1285. 

(2)  Recommend  at  the  time  instruc¬ 
tions  for  which  they  are  the  proponent 
are  prepared  for  publication  whether 
the  document  should  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  as  required  by  DSAR 
5025.19,  Publication  of  Documents  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(3)  Insure  that  the  provisions  of  this 
Part  1260  are  followed  in  processing  re¬ 
quests  for  records  from  members  of  the 
public. 

(4)  Coordinate  with  other  HQ  DSA 
staff  elements  to  the  extent  considered 
necessary,  requests  from  the  public  for 
information. 

(e)  The  Heads  of  DSA  Primary  Level 
Field  Activities  will: 

(1)  Insure  that  the  provisions  of  this 
Part  1260  are  followed  in  processing  re¬ 
quests  for  records  from  members  of  the 
public. 

(2)  Provide  convenient  facilities  where 
members  of  the  public  may  examine  and 
copy  documents  to  which  they  are 
entitled. 

(3)  Maintain  for  examination  and 
copying  by  the  public  a  copy  of  the 
following: 

(i)  All  references  listed  in  §  1285.1. 

(ii)  DSAH  5025.2,  DSA  Field  Estab¬ 
lishment  Directory  which  reflects  the 
mailing  addresses  of  all  activities  of 
DSA. 

(iii)  DSAH  5025.1,  Defense  Supply 
Agency  Index  of  Publications  and  Forms 
(HSI’s,  Handbooks,  Manuals  and  Regu¬ 
lations)  which  contains,  among  other 
things,  a  topical  index  of  the  publica¬ 
tions  issued  by  HQ  DSA. 

(iv)  DSAM  5015.1,  Files  Maintenance 
and  Disposition  which  contains  a  func¬ 
tional  description  of  all  records  and  files 
generated  by  DSA.  This  Manual  also  con¬ 
tains  a  topical  index. 

(V)  A  copy  of  such  local  indexes  of 
opinions,  orders,  statement  of  policy,  and 
publications  that  may  exist,  or  that  may 
be  prepared  in  the  future. 

(4)  Arrange  for  the  collection  of  fees 
prescribed  in  §  1285.1(c)  associated  with 
locating  and  providing  copies  of  docu¬ 
mentary  material  requested. 

(5)  Furnish  the  Director,  DSA,  Atten¬ 
tion:  DSAH-XA  a  copy  of  all  refusals 
to  provide  a  record  made  under  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  1285.6.  In  the  case  of  the  De¬ 
fense  Contract  Administration  Services 
Regions,  the  copy  will  be  forwarded 
through  the  Deputy  Director  for  Con¬ 
tract  Administration  Services,  DSA. 

(6)  Establish  safeguards  to  insure 
that  the  official  records  of  the  activity 
are  properly  safeguarded  during  the  time 
they  are  made  available  for  examination 
by  a  member  of  the  public. 

(7)  Insure  that  internal  operating 
procedures  provide  for  prompt  response 
to  all  requests  for  records. 
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§  1285.6  Procedures. 

(a)  Requests  for  records  or  for  per¬ 
mission  to  examine  records. — (1)  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  may  make  requests  for 
copies  of  records  or  for  permission  to  ex¬ 
amine  or  copy  records  directly  to  the 
Head  of  the  DSA  activity  having  custody 
of  the  records,  if  the  whereabouts  of  the 
document  is  known.  If  the  exact  where¬ 
abouts  is  not  known,  and  it  is  reasonably 
certain  that  the  document  is  in  the  cus¬ 
tody  of  DSA,  the  requestor  should  sub¬ 
mit  his  request  to  the  Director,  Defense 
Supply  Agency,  Attention:  DSAH-XA, 
Cameron  Station,  Alexandria,  Va.  22314. 

(2)  Requests  must  identify  each  rec¬ 
ord  with  sufBcient  particularity  to  enable 
the  custodian  to  locate  the  record  with  a 
reasonable  amoimt  of  effort.  Informa¬ 
tion  as  to  where  the  record  originated, 
its  subject,  date,  number,  or  other  identi¬ 
fication  that  would  enable  the  custodian 
to  locate  the  document  should  be  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  requestor  when  possible. 

(3)  Because  certain  information  and 
documents  are  exempt  from  the  imp>o- 
sition  of  fees  xmder  provisions  of 
1285.1(c)  the  requestor  need  not  sub¬ 
mit  payment  for  services  with  his  initial 
written  request.  When  it  is  anticipated 
that  the  cost  of  the  record  search  and 
reproduction  of  the  documents  may  ex- 
ceM  $10,  the  requestor  will  be  so  advised 
and  requested  to  submit  payment  prior 
to  furnishing  the  records.  In  other  in¬ 
stances,  the  requestor  will  be  advised  at 
the  time  the  record  is  foimd  as  to  the 
charges  involved. 

(4)  Refusal  to  make  a  record  avail¬ 
able  may  be  made  only  by  the  Heads 
of  DSA  Primary  Level  Field  Activities 
or  the  Heads  of  HQ  DSA  Principal 
Staff  Elements.  The  refusal  may  be  ap¬ 
pealed  to  the  Director/Deputy  Director, 
DSA.  The  appeal  should  be  filed  with 
the  official  who  refused  release  of  the 
record  in  order  that  the  appeal  may  be 
processed  through  command  channels 
to  the  Director,  DSA  for  a  final  decision. 

(b)  Processing  requests  for  records  or 
for  permission  to  examine  records. — (1) 
Upon  receipt  of  a  request  for  records  or 
for  permission  to  examine  records,  the 
DS.^  activity  having  custody  of  the  rec¬ 
ords  will  collect  the  documents,  deter¬ 
mine  whether  they  are  releasable  under 
provisions  of  this  Part  1285,  determine 
the  fees  to  be  charged,  and  advise  the 
requestor  accordingly. 

(2)  If  the  request  is  for  permission  to 
examine  releasable  records,  the  requestor 
will  be  advised  as  to  where  and  when 
during  normal  working  hours  he  may 
apF>ear  for  this  purpose.  Every  reason¬ 
able  effort  will  be  made  to  accommodate 
individuals  granted  permission  to  ex¬ 
amine  records;  however,  overtime  is  not 
authorized  for  this  purpose. 

(3)  If  a  final  reply  to  a  request  cannot 
be  made  within  10  working  days  of  re¬ 
ceipt,  the  requestor  will  be  given  an  in¬ 
terim  reply  and  an  estimated  date  on 
which  he  may  receive  a  final  reply, 

(4)  The  DSA  official  having  custody 
and  control  of  any  DSA  record  requested 
by  a  member  of  the  public  Is  authorized 
to  make  such  record  available  unless  the 


record  falls  within  one  of  the  exceptions 
listed  in  §  1285.4(c)  (4).  In  such  case  the 
request  will  be  referred  promptly  to  the 
head  of  the  primary  level  field  activity  or 
the  head  of  a  HQ  DSA  principal  staff 
element,  as  appropriate.  The  fact  that  a 
record  has  been  marked  “FOR  OFFI¬ 
CIAL  USE  ONLY”  does  not  relieve  the 
official  who  is  authorized  to  release  the 
record  from  the  responsibility  of  review¬ 
ing  the  requested  record  for  the  purpose 
of  determining  whether  an  exemption 
imder  §  1285.4(c)  (4)  (i)  is  applicable. 

(5)  Requests  for  records  will  be  de¬ 
nied  only  by  the  head  of  a  DSA  primary 
level  field  activity  or  the  head  of  an  HQ 
DSA  principal  staff  element  upon  a 
determination  that: 

(i)  The  record  is  subject  to  one  of  the 
exemptions  set  forth  in  §  1285.4(3)  (4), 
or 

(ii)  The  record  cannot  be  found  be¬ 
cause  it  has  not  been  properly  identi¬ 
fied;  or 

(iii)  The  applicant  has  unreasonably 
failed  to  comply  with  the  procedural 
requirement  for  obtaining  the  record  set 
forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

(6)  When  a  request  for  a  record  is 
refused,  the  official  who  made  the  deter¬ 
mination  will  explain  the  basis  for  the 
denial  and  will  advise  the  requestor  that 
he  may  appeal  the  denial  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor/Deputy  Director,  DSA.  Any  refusal 
will  be  in  writing,  and  a  copy  of  the 
refusal  will  be  furnished  the  Director, 
DSA,  Attention:  DSAH-XA.  In  the  case 
of  the  Defense  Contract  Administration 
Services  Regions,  the  copy  will  be  for¬ 
warded  through  the  Deputy  Director  for 
Contract  Administration  Services,  DSA. 

(FR  Doc.73-17068  Filed  9-5-73;8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  XIV— THE  RENEGOTIATION 
BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  B— RENEGOTIATION  BOARD 
REGULATIONS  UNDER  THE  1951  ACT 

PART  1453— MANDATORY  EXEMPTIONS 
FROM  RENEGOTIATION 

Common  Carriers  by  Water 

Section  1453.3(d)  (2),  Fiscal  years  end¬ 
ing  on  or  after  December  31,  1953,  is 
amended  by  deleting  in  subdivision  (i) 
thereof,  the  words  "January  1, 1972”,  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  "Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1973”. 

(Sec.  109.  65  Stat.  22  (50  U.S.C.A.,  App.  Sec. 
1219).) 

Dated  August  31,  1973. 

W.  S.  Whitehead, 
Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.73-18927  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  IV— SAINT  LAWRENCE  SEAWAY 
DEVELOPMENT  CORPORATION 

PART  401— SEAWAY  REGULATIONS  AND 
RULES 

Penalty  Procedures;  Correction 

On  page  21922  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  August  14,  1973,  under  §  401.201,  Dele¬ 
gation  of  authority,  (a)  should  read  as 
follows : 


§  401.201  Delegation  of  authority. 

(a)  The  Secretary  of  Transportation, 
by  49  CFR  1.50a,  has  delegated  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Saint  Lawrence 
Seaway  Development  Corporation  the 
authority  vested  in  him  under  Title  I  of 
the  Ports  and  Waterways  Safety  Act  of 
1972,  Pub.  L.  92-340,  as  It  pertains  to  the 
operation  of  the  Saint  Lawrence  Seaway. 
***** 

Dated  August  28, 1973. 

St.  Lawrence  Seaway 
Development  Corpo¬ 
ration, 

[seal]  D.  W.  Oberlin, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.73-18853  FUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


Title  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  PROCUREMENT 
REGULATIONS 

[FPR  Arndt.  117] 

PART  1-1— GENERAL 
Subpart  1-1.3 — General  Policies 

Brand  Name  or  Equal  Procurement 

This  amendment  of  the  Federal  Pro¬ 
curement  Regulations  changes  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  clause  in  §  1-1.307-6  and  the 
procedures  in  §8  1-1.307-7  and  1-1.307-8 
dealing  with  tlie  procurement  of  brand 
name  products  or  equal.  The  changes 
provide  that  “or  equal”  products  will  be 
evaluated  to  determine  whether  they 
meet  all  salient  characteristics  set  forth 
in  the  solicitation  rather  than  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  "or  equal”  product  and 
the  “brand  name”  product  are  equal  “in 
all  material  respects.” 

Section  l-1.307-6(a)  (2)  is  amended, 
as  follows: 

§  1—1.307—6  Invitation  for  bids,  “brand 
name  or  equal”  descriptions. 

(a)  •  *  * 

(2)  In  addition,  the  following  clause 
shall  be  included  in  the  invitation: 
Brand  Name  or  Equal 

(As  used  In  this  clause,  the  term  "brand 
name”  Includes  Identification  of  products  by 
make  and  model.) 

(a)  If  items  called  for  by  this  Invitation 
for  bids  have  been  Identified  in  the  sched¬ 
ule  by  a  "brand  name  or  equal"  description, 
such  identification  is  intended  to  be  descrip¬ 
tive,  but  not  restrictive,  and  is  to  indicate 
the  quality  and  characteristics  of  products 
that  will  be  satisfactory.  Bids  offering  "equal” 
products  (including  products  of  the  brand 
name  manufacturer  other  than  the  one  de¬ 
scribed  by  brand  name)  will  be  considered 
for  award  if  such  products  are  clearly  identi¬ 
fied  in  the  bids  and  are  determined  by  the 
Government  to  meet  fully  the  salient  char¬ 
acteristics  requirements  listed  in  the  invita¬ 
tion. 

(b)  Unless  the  bidder  clearly  Indicates  in 
his  bid  that  he  is  offering  an  “equal"  product, 
his  bid  shall  be  considered  as  offering  a  brand 
name  product  referenced  in  the  invitation  for 
bids. 

(c)  (1)  If  the  bidder  proposes  to  furnish  an 
"equal"  product,  the  brand  name,  if  any,  of 
the  product  to  be  furnished  shall  be  Inserted 
in  the  space  provided  in  the  invitation  for 
bids,  or  such  product  shall  be  otherwise 
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clearly  Identified  In  the  bid.  The  evaluation 
of  bids  and  the  determination  as  to  equality 
of  the  product  offered  shall  be  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  the  Government  and  will  be  based 
on  informaticm  furnished  by  the  bidder  or 
Identified  in  his  bid  as  well  as  other  informa¬ 
tion  reasonably  available  to  the  purchasing 
activity.  CAUTION  TO  BIDDERS.  The  pur¬ 
chasing  activity  is  not  responsible  for  lo¬ 
cating  or  securing  any  information  which  is 
not  identified  in  the  bid  and  resisonably  avail¬ 
able  to  the  purchasing  activity.  Accordingly, 
to  insure  that  sufficient  information  is  avail¬ 
able,  the  bidder  must  furnish  as  a  part  of 
his  bid  all  descriptive  material  (such  as  cuts, 
illustrations,  drawings,  or  other  information) 
necessary  for  the  purchasing  activity  to  (i) 
determine  whether  the  product  offered  meets 
the  salient  characteristics  requirement  of 
the  invitation  for  bids,  and  (il)  establish 
exactly  what  the  bidder  proposes  to  furnish 
and  what  the  Government  would  be  binding 
itself  to  purchase  by  making  an  award.  The 
Information  furnished  may  include  specific 
references  to  information  previously  fur¬ 
nished  or  to  information  otherwise  available 
to  the  purchasing  activity. 

***** 

Section  l-1.307-7(a)  is  amended,  as 
follows: 

§  1—1.307—7  Bid  evaluation  and  award, 
**brand  name  or  equal”  descriptions. 

(a)  Bids  offering  products  which  differ 
from  brand  name  products  referenced  in 
a  “brand  name  or  equal”  purchase  de¬ 
scription  shall  be  considered  for  award 
where  the  contracting  officer  determines 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the 
clause  in  §  1-1. 307-6 (a)  (2)  that  the 
offered  products  meet  fully  the  salient 
characteristics  requirements  listed  in  the 
invitation.  Bids  shall  not  be  rejected  be¬ 
cause  of  minor  differences  in  design,  con¬ 
struction,  or  features  which  do  not  affect 
the  suitability  of  the  products  for  their 
intended  use. 

***** 

Section  1-1. 307-8 (b)  is  amended,  as 
follows: 

§  1—1.307—8  Procedure  for  negotiated 
procurements  and  small  purchases. 
*  •  •  •  « 

(b)  The  clause  set  forth  in  5  1-1.307-6 
(a)  (2)  may  be  adapted  for  use  in  negoti¬ 
ated  procurements.  If  use  of  the  clause 
is  not  practicable  (as  may  be  the  case 
in  exigency  purchtises),  suppliers  shall 
be  suitably  Informed  that  proposals 
offering  products  different  from  the 
products  referenced  by  brand  name  will 
be  considered  if  the  contracting  officer 
determines  that  the  offered  products 
meet  fully  the  salient  characteristics  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  solicitation. 

***** 

(Sec.  205(c),  63  Stat.  390  (40  U.S.C.  486(c)).) 

Effective  date. — This  regulation  Is  ef¬ 
fective  October  15,  1973,  but  may  be  ob¬ 
served  earlier. 

Dated  August  28,  1973. 

Arthur  P.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 

[FR  Doc.73-18852  Piled  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


Title  47 — ^Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

PART  81— STATIONS  ON  LAND  IN  THE 

MARITIME  SERVICES  AND  ALASKA- 

PUBLIC  FIXED 

Limitations  on  Use  of  Frequencies 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
81  of  the  rules  to  conform  §§  81.361(a)  to 
83.360(a)  with  respect  to  the  limitations 
on  the  use  of  frequencies  enumerated 
in  both  sections. 

1.  The  frequencies  listed  in  §  81.361(a) 
of  the  rules  are  assignable  to  limited 
coast  stations  for  communication  with 
ship  stations  operating  on  the  same 
carrier  frequency.  All  but  two  of  these 
frequencies  are  listed  in  §  83.360(a)  of 
the  rules  as  assignable  to  shipboard  sta¬ 
tions.  The  assignment  for  shipboard 
stations,  under  §  83.360(a),  includes  the 
express  condition  that  the  frequency  as¬ 
signed  be  used  for  business  and  opera¬ 
tional  communications.  This  express 
limitation  does  not  appear,  however,  in 
the  text  of  §  81.361(a). 

2.  Although  181.361(a)  of  the  rules 
does  not  specify  that  the  frequencies 
listed  therein  are  to  be  used  only  for 
business  and  operational  communica¬ 
tions,  other  rule  sections  inferentially 
so  provide.  Section  81.3(g),  defining  this 
class  of  station,  and  §§  81.355(a)  (5)  and 
81.7  (s)  and  (t),  specifying  the  nature  of 
communications  to  be  exchanged,  essen¬ 
tially  provide  that  the  stations,  operating 
on  the  frequencies  listed  in  §  81.361(a), 
will  be  used  for  business  and  operational 
communications. 

3.  There  is  a  need,  however,  for  the 
convenience  of  the  public,  for  the  inclu¬ 
sion  of  this  condition  in  §  81.361(a)  of 
the  rules.  The  attached  Appendix 
amends  Part  81  by  including,  in  explicit 
terms,  the  business  and  operational 
communications  restriction  as  part  of 
the  language  of  §  81.361(a)  and  fulfills 
this  need. 

4.  The  amendment  adopted  herein  is 
editorial  in  nature,  and  hence  the  prior 
notice,  procedure,  and  effective  date  pro¬ 
visions  of  5  U.S.C.  553,  do  not  apply. 
Authority  for  the  promulgation  of  the 
amendment  is  contained  in  sections  4(i) 
and  303 (r)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended  . 

5.  Accordingly,  Part  81  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  is  amended  as  shown  be¬ 
low  effective  September  7,  1973. 

Adopted:  August  27,  1973. 

Released:  August  28,  1973. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  John  M.  Torbet, 

Executive  Director. 

In  Part  81  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  47  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  §  81.361 
is  amended  as  follows: 

§  81.361  Frequencies  available. 

(a)  The  following  carrier  frequencies 
may  be  authorized  to  limited  coast  sta¬ 


tions  for  business  and  operational  com- 
mimications  with  ship  stations  operating 
on  the  same  carrier  frequency.  The  con¬ 
ditions  of  use  are  set  forth  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section. 


Carrier  Frequency  (kHz) 


2065.0 

6213.  5 

16,  565.  0 

2079.0 

6518.  6 

16,  568.  5 

2096.  5 

8281.2 

16.  572.  0 

4136.  3 

8284.  4 

22.  094.  5 

4139.  5 

12,421.0 

22.  098.  0 

4434.  9 

12,424.5 

22. 101.  5 

6210.  4 

12,  428.  0 

22,  105.  0 
22,  108.  5 

* 

*  * 

• 

• 

[FR  Doc.73-18770  FUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  18803] 

PART  97— AMATEUR  RADIO  SERVICE 
Extension  of  Time 

In  the  matter  of  Amendment  of  Part 
97  of  the  Commission’s  rules  concerning 
the  licensing  and  operation  of  repeater 
stations  in  the  Amateur  Radio  Service. 

1.  The  Commission  has  under  consid¬ 
eration,  on  its  own  motion,  the  extension 
of  the  license  term  of  all  amateiH  sta¬ 
tions  licensed  prior  to  October  17,  1972, 
and  operating  to  automatically  retrans¬ 
mit  the  radio  signals  of  other  amateur 
radio  stations  or  as  remotely  controlled 
stations  prior  to  that  date.  The  purpose 
of  our  action  herein  is  to  preclude  any 
unnecessary  interruption  of  any  on-going 
service  due  to  delays  in  processing 
applications. 

2.  In  Docket  18803,  the  Commission 
adopted  rules  pertaining  to  the  licensing 
and  operation  of  amateur  repeater  sta¬ 
tions.  Those  rules  became  effective  on 
October  17,  1972.  All  stations  licensed 
after  October  17  had  to  comply  with 
those  rules.  However,  to  provide  con¬ 
tinuity  of  operation  and  to  assure  con¬ 
tinued  public  service  activities,  existing 
repeater  stations  were  granted  a  grace 
period  to  June  30,  1973,  ’to  bring  their 
operations  into  full  compliance  with  the 
rules  and  to  obtain  a  new  license.  At  the 
request  of  the  American  Radio  Relay 
League,  this  period  was  extended  to 
August  30, 1973. 

3.  We  find  that  more  than  adequate 
time  has  been  given  to  those  previously 
existing  stations  to  allow  their  opera¬ 
tions  to  be  brought  into  compliance  with 
the  rules.  However,  because  of  the  ini¬ 
tially  heavy  administrative  work  load 
imposed  upon  the  Commission,  the  fact 
that  initially  filed  applications  were  gen¬ 
erally  inadequate,  and  because  of  the  lack 
of  processing  personnel  during  the  sum¬ 
mer  months,  we  find  that  there  has  been 
inadequate  time  for  all  existing  licensees 
to  actually  receive  their  license  docu¬ 
ments  evidencing  their  full  compliance 
with  the  rules.  Therefore,  we  will  allow 
all  amateur  stations  licensed  prior  to 
October  17,  1972,  which  were  operating 
to  automatically  retransmit  radio  signals 
of  other  amateur  stations  or  as  a  re¬ 
motely  controlled  station,  and  for  which 
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a  timely  and  sufficient  application  for 
renewal  or  modification  was  filed  to  con¬ 
tinue  operation  until  final  action  is  taken 
on  the  application.  An  application  will 
be  considered  as  being  timely  filed  if  it 
was  received  by  the  Commission  on  or 
before  August  30,  1973.  The  application 
will  be  considered  as  one  for  renewal  or 
modification  if  it  proposes  to  license 
transmitting  apparatus  which  was  pre¬ 
viously  operated  as  a  repeater  or  re¬ 
motely  controlled  station. 

4.  Accordingly,  the  Commission  by  the 
Chief,  Safety  and  Special  Radio  Services 
Bureau,  pursuant  to  the  delegated  au¬ 
thority  in  §  0.331(b)  (1)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  orders  that  all  amateur  sta¬ 
tions  licensed  prior  to  October  17,  1972, 
which  were  automatically  retransmitting 
radio  signals  from  other  amateur  sta¬ 
tions  or  licensed  as  remotely  controlled 
stations  and  for  which  a  timely  and  suf¬ 
ficient  application  has  been  filed,  may 
continue  to  operate  until  such  time  as 
the  Commission  takes  final  action  on  the 
application. 

Adopted  August  29, 1973. 

Released  August  30, 1973. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Charles  A.  Higginbotham, 
Acting  Chief,  Safety  and 
Special  Radio  Services  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.73-18770  Piled  9-5-73,8:45  am] 


Title  49 — ^Transportation 
CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

[S  O.  1114;  Arndt.  3] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 
Norfolk  and  Western  Railway  Co. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
30th  day  of  August  1973. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1114  (37  FR  22872;  38  FR  5877 
and  18025),  and  good  cause  appearing 
therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

Service  Order  No.  1114  (Norfolk  and 
Western  Railway  Company  authorized  to 
operate  over  tracks  of  Penn  Central 
Transportation  Company,  George  P. 
Baker,  Richard  C.  Bond,  and  Jervis 
Langdon,  Jr.,  trustees)  be,  and  it  is 
hereby,  amended  by  substituting  the  fol¬ 
lowing  paragraph  (e)  for  paragraph  (e) 
thereof : 

(e)  Expiration  date. — The  provisions 
of  this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m., 
October  31,  1973,  unless  otherwise  modi¬ 
fied,  changed,  or  suspended  by  order  of 
this  Commission. 

Effective  date. — This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  August  31, 
1973. 

(Secs.  1,  12,  15,  and  17(2),  24  Stat.  379,  383, 
384,  as  amended,,  (49  UA.C.  1,  12,  15,  and  17 
(2));  interprets" or  applies  secs.  1(10-17), 
15(4),  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended, 
54  Stat.  911  (49  UA.C.  1(10-17),  15(4),  and 
17(2)).) 


It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agrreement,  and  upon  the  American  Short 
Line  Railroad  Association;  and  that  no¬ 
tice  of  this  amendment  be  given  to  the 
general  public  by  depositing  a  copy  In 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  fil¬ 
ing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18926  FUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


Title  50 — Wildlife  and  Rsheries 

CHAPTER  I — BUREAU  OF  SPORT  FISH¬ 
ERIES  AND  WILDLIFE,  FISH  AND  WILD¬ 
LIFE  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE 

INTERIOR 

PART  32— HUNTING 
Monte  Vista  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Colo. 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  September  6, 
1973. 

§  32.12  Spn-ial  regulations;  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Colorado 

monte  vista  national  wildlife  refuge 

The  public  hunting  of  geese,  ducks, 
coots,  mergansers,  mourning  doves,  sora 
and  Virginia  rails,  and  Wilson’s  snipe 
on  the  Monte  Vista  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Colorado,  is  permitted  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  conditions  as  outlined  below, 
but  only  on  the  area  designated  by  signs 
as  open  to  hunting: 

(1)  Ducks,  coots  and  mergansers — 
September  29,  1973,  through  October  9, 
1973,  inclusive,  and  November  10,  1973, 
through  January  13,  1974,  inclusive. 

(2)  Canada  geese — November  10,  1973, 
through  December  31,  1973,  inclusive. 
Hunting  of  Canada  geese  is  restricted  to 
those  persons  who  have  secured  a  special 
Colorado  state  permit  for  the  Special 
San  Luis  Valley  Goose  Hunt. 

(3)  Mourning  doves — September  29, 
1973,  through  October  9,  1973,  inclusive. 

(4)  Sora  and  Virginia  rails — Septem¬ 
ber  29,  1973,  through  October  9,  1973, 
inclusive. 

(5)  Wilson’s  snipe — September  29, 
1973,  through  October  9,  1973,  inclusive. 

This  open  area,  comprising  5,314  acres, 
is  delineated  on  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  Monte  Vista,  Colorado,  and 
from  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  10597  West 
6th  Ave.,  Denver,  Colorado  80215.  Himt- 
ing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  appli¬ 
cable  State  and  Federal  regulations  cov¬ 
ering  the  himting  of  geese,  ducks,  coots, 
mergansers,  mourning  doves,  sora  and 
Virginia  rails,  and  Wilson’s  snipe,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  special  conditions: 


(1)  Shooting  hours  will  be  from  one- 
half  hour  before  sunrise  until  sunset  for 
ducks,  geese,  coots  and  mergansers. 

(2)  Shooting  hours  will  be  from  sun¬ 
rise  to  simset  on  mourning  doves,  sora 
and  Virginia  rails  and  Wilson’s  snipe. 

(3)  During  the  1973-74  season,  all 
hunters,  except  pheasant  hunters,  must 
register  at  the  refuge  office  before  enter¬ 
ing  the  hunting  area  at  one  of  the  six 
designated  parking  areas.  Upon  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  day’s  hunt,  the  hunter 
must  return  to  the  refuge  office  to  com¬ 
plete  a  questionnaire  regarding  the 
hunt. 

(4)  Use  of  steel  shot  will  be  required 
on  opening  days  (September  29  and  No¬ 
vember  10)  and  on  alternate  days  there¬ 
after.  Specific  dates  for  use  of  steel  shot 
are:  September  29;  October  1,  3,  5,  7,  9; 
November  10,  12,  14,  16,  18,  20,  22,  24,  26, 
28,  30;  December  2,  4,  6,  8,  10,  12,  14,  16, 
18,  20,  22,  24,  26,  28,  30;  January  1,  3,  5, 
7,  9,  11,  13.  On  other  than  "steel  shot 
days’’  himters  will  be  permitted  to  use 
weapons  and  shells  in  accordance  with 
State  and  Federal  regulations. 

(5)  Steel  shot  shells  in  12  gauge  only, 
#2  and #4  shot,  will  be  available  for  sale 
at  refuge  headquarters,  at  $4.00  per  box. 

(6)  In  the  event  that  the  supply  of  steel 
shot  shells  is  exhausted  at  some  time 
during  the  migratory  bird  season,  hunt¬ 
ing  will  then  be  authorized  on  all  remain¬ 
ing  days  without  checking  in  or  out  at 
the  refuge  office  and  with  legal  weapons 
and  shells  as  permitted  by  State  and 
Federal  regulations. 

(7)  Dogs — Not  to  exceed  two  dogs  per 
hunter  may  be  used  in  the  hunting  of 
the  above  species. 

(8)  Boats — ’The  use  of  boats  is  pro¬ 
hibited.  One  or  two-man  life  rafts  that 
can  be  carried  by  an  individual  from  the 
parking  areas  to  the  hunting  area  may 
be  used  to  retrieve  dead  or  wounded 
birds. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
32,  and  are  effective  through  January  14, 
1974. 

M.  A.  Marston, 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife, 
Denver,  Colorado. 

August  24,  1973. 

[FR  Doc.73-18858  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Monte  Vista  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Colo. 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  September  6, 
1973. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Colorado 

monte  vista  national  wildlife 

REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  rabbits,  skunk, 
badger,  raccoon,  coyote,  bobcat,  and 
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feral  cat  on  the  Monte  Vista  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Colorado,  is  permitted 
from  September  29,  1973,  through  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1973,  inclusive,  and  November  10, 

1973,  through  January  13, 1974,  inclusive, 
but  only  on  the  area  designated  by  signs 
as  open  to  hunting.  This  open  area,  com¬ 
prising  5,314  acres  is  delineated  on  maps 
available  at  refuge  headquarters,  Monte 
Vista,  Colorado,  and  from  the  Regional 
Director,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife,  10597  West  6th  Avenue,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colorado  80215. 

Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  the  himting  of  rabbits,  skunk,  badger, 
raccoon,  coyote,  bobcat,  and  feral 
cat,  subject  to  the  following  special  con¬ 
ditions: 

(1)  Hunting  Hours — Shooting  hours 
shall  coincide  with  the  most  restrictive 
hours  as  those  set  by  Federal  and  State 
proclamation  for  migratory  waterfowl, 
except  during  the  pheasant  season  when 
they  shall  coincide  with  the  hours  set 
by  State  proclamation  for  the  hunting 
of  pheasants. 

(2)  Use  of  steel  shot  will  be  required 
on  opening  days  (September  29  and  No¬ 
vember  10)  and  on  alternate  days  there¬ 
after.  Specific  dates  for  use  of  steel  shot 
are:  September  29;  October  1,  3,  5,  7,  9; 
November  10,  12,  14,  16,  18,  20,  22,  24,  26, 
28,  30;  December  2,  4,  6,  8,  10,  12,  14,  16, 
18,  20,  22,  24,  26,  28,  30;  January  1,  3,  5, 
7,  9,  11,  13.  On  other  than  “steel  shot 
days”  hunters  will  be  permitted  to  use 
weapons  and  shells  ia  accordance  with 
State  and  Federal  regulations. 

(3)  During  the  1973-74  season,  all 
hunters,  except  pheasant  hunters,  must 
register  at  the  refuge  office  before  enter¬ 
ing  the  hunting  area  at  one  of  the  six 
designated  parking  areas.  Upon  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  day’s  hunt  the  hunter  must 
return  to  the  refuge  office  to  complete  a 
questionnaire  regarding  the  himt. 

(4)  Steel  shot  shells  in  12  gauge  only, 
it  2  and  #*4  shot,  will  be  available  for  sale 
at  refuge  headquarters,  at  $4.00  per  box. 

(5)  In  the  event  that  the  supply  of 
steel  shot  shells  is  exhausted  at  some 
time  during  the  migratory  bird  season, 
hunting  will  then  be  authorized  on  all 
remaining  days  without  checking  in  or 
out  at  the  refuge  office  and  with  legal 
weapons  and  shells  as  permitted  by  State 
and  Federal  regulations. 

(6)  Dogs — Not  to  exceed  two  dogs  per 
himter  may  be  used  in  the  hunting  of 
the  above  species. 

(7)  Hunting  with  rifies  and  hand  guns 
is  prohibited. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  January  14, 

1974. 

Charlcs  R.  Bryant, 
Refuge  Manager. 

August  24,  1973. 

[FR  Doc.73-18859  FUed  9-6-73:8:45  am] 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

Title  &— Economic  Stabilization 
CHAPTER  I— COST  OF  LIVING  COUNCIL 

PART  130— COST  OF  LIVING  COUNCIL 
PHASE  III  REGULATIONS 

Stage  A  Meat  Gross  Margin  Rules 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  is 
to  amend  6  CFR  130.57d  and  6  CFR 
130.127  in  order  to  make  certain  correc¬ 
tions  and  modifications  with  respect  to 
the  gross  margin  rules  applicable  for  the 
period  July  18  through  September  11, 
1973,  to  firms  which  sell  meat  derived 
from  swine  and  sheep. 

It  has  been  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  Cost  of  Living  Council  that  certain 
firms  producing  both  beef  products  and 
pork  and  lamb  products-— particularly 
those  producing  sausage  and  similar 
items  of  mixed  beef  and  nonbeef  con¬ 
tent — are  not  able  to  control  revenues 
imder  the  special  price  rule  for  swine 
and  sheep  provided  in  6  CFR  130.57d(e) 
because  their  cost  and  pricing  records 
are  not  kept  on  the  basis  of  beef  and 
nonbeef  items. 

Accordingly,  this  amendment  provides 
an  alternative  gross  margpn  rule  for  the 
period  July  18  through  September  11, 
1973,  applicable  to  firms  subject  to  6  CFR 
130.57d  which  sell  meat  derived  from 
swine  and  sheep.  Under  the  alternative 
rule,  both  (1)  pork  and  lamb  (i.e.,  swine 
and  sheep)  raw  material  costs  for  the 
period  July  18  through  September  11, 
1973,  and  (2)  beef  raw  material  costs  for 
that  period,  are  included  in  the  formula 
which  limits  permissible  total  sales  reve¬ 
nues  for  that  period.  However,  the  beef 
raw  material  costs  are  determined  at  the 
cost  levels  which  prevailed  during  the 
meat  ceiling  base  period.  Under  this  rule 
the  aggregate  beef  and  nonbeef  costs 
and  revenues  are  controlled  without  the 
need  for  separate  records  isolating  costs 
and  prices  for  swine  and  sheep  items. 

Section  130.57d  has  also  been  amended 
to  permit  sales  revenues  for  the  period 
July  18  through  September  11,  1973,  to 
exceed  permissible  total  sales  revenues 
under  both  the  special  price  rule  for 
swine  and  sheep  (§  130.57d(e))  and  the 
alternative  gross  margin  rule  discussed 
above  where  the  excess  is  attributable  to 
increases  in  allowable  costs,  other  than 
meat  raw  material  cost,  incurred  prior  to 
July  18, 1973.  It  was  not  the  intent  of  the 
Council  in  promulgating  the  special  pric¬ 
ing  rule  for  swine  and  sheep  for  Stage  A 
to  exclude  from  the  computation  of  per¬ 
missible  sales  revenues  those  increases 
in  allowable  costs  (other  than  meat  raw 
material  costs)  which  were  incurred 
prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  special 
price  rule  for  swine  and  sheep. 

Section  130.57d  has  been  further 
amended  to  permit  firms  which  used  the 
alternative  gross  margin  rule  to  take  into 
account  increases  in  the  price  of  im¬ 
ported  beef  which  were  permissible  dur¬ 
ing  the  freeze. 

Conforming  changes  have  been  made 
in  the  meat  ceiling  price  rules  contained 
in  Subpart  M  of  Part  130,  Title  6  of  the 
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Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Because  the 
pmpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  provide 
immediate  guidance  and  information 
with  respect  to  the  current  Stage  A  price 
regulations  applicable  to  meat  items,  the 
Coimcil  finds  that  publication  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  normal  rule  making  procedure 
is  impracticable  and  that  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

(Economic  Stabilization  Act  of  1970,  as 
amended.  Pub.  L.  92-210,  85  Stat.  743:  Pub.  L. 
93-28,  87  Stat.  27:  E.O.  11695,  38  FR  1473: 
E.O.  11730,  38  FR  19345:  Cost  of  Living  Coun¬ 
cil  Order  No.  14:  38  FR  1489) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Title 
6  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows,  effective  4:00  p.m., 
e.s.t.,  July  18, 1973. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  31, 1973. 

John  T.  Dunlop, 

Director, 

Cost  of  Living  Council. 

1.  Paragraph  (e)  (3)  of  §  130.57d  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  130.57d  Special  price  adjustment  rule 
for  firms  engaged  in  the  slaughtering 
and  processing  of  livestock  or  the 
manufacturing  of  meat  products. 

«  *  *  *  « 

(e)  Special  pricing  rule  for  swine  and 
sheep. 

«  «  *  *  « 

(3)  Sales  revenues  in  the  period 
July  18-September  12,  1973,  may  exceed 
the  permissible  total  sales  revenue  calcu¬ 
lated  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (e) 
(1)  of  this  section  if  the  excess  results 
from  (1)  seasonal  patterns  or  a  change 
in  product  mix,  or  (ii)  price  increases 
placed  in  effect  prior  to  4:00  p.m.,  e.s.t., 
July  18,  1973,  to  the  extent  that  those 
price  increases  refiect  increases  in  allow¬ 
able  costs,  other  than  meat  raw  material 
costs,  incurred  after  the  base  period  as 
defined  in  this  section  and  before  4:00 
p.m.,  e.s.t.,  July  18,  1973.  Records  suffi¬ 
cient  to  justify  any  excess  shall  be 
maintained. 

2.  The  following  paragraph  (h)  is 
added  to  §  130.57d: 

§  130.57d  Special  price  adjustment  rule 
for  firms  engaged  in  the  slaughtering 
and  processing  of  livestock  or  the 
manufacturing  of  meat  products. 
***** 

(h)  Alternative  Rule. — (1)  As  an  al¬ 
ternative  to  the  special  pricing  rule  in 
paragraph  (e)  of  this  section  a  firm  may 
control  revenues  during  Stage  A  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  this  paragraph.  All  other 
provisions  of  this  section  apply  except 
as  modified  by  this  paragraph. 

(2)  Effective  4:00  p.m.,  e.s.t.,  July  18, 
1973  imtil  11:59  p.m.  e.s.t.,  September  11, 
1973,  except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(h)  (4)  of  this  section,  permissible  total 
sales  revenues  for  the  period  July  18- 
September  12,  1973  may  not  exceed  an 
amoimt  derived  from  the  following  com¬ 
putation:  the  base  period  gross  margin 
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multiplied  by  the  meat  raw  material 
during  the  period  July  18-September  12. 
1£73,  plus  pork  and  lamb  raw  material 
cost  during  the  period  July  18-Septem- 
ter  12,  1973,  plus  discounted  beef  raw 


material  costs  during  the  period  July  18- 
September  12,  1973.  nils  oomputatl<xi  is 
illustrated  by  use  of  the  following 
equation; 


Base  period  Heat  raw  material 

press  margin  per  for  the  period 

liundredweight.  X  July  18  to 

Sept.  12,  1973, 
measured  by 
hundredweight . 


Pork  and  lamb  raw  Discounted  beef 
material  costs  raw  material 

+  for  the  period  +  costs  for  the 
July  18  to  period  July  18 

Sept.  12,  1973.  to  Sept.  12, 1973. 


Permissible  total 
sales  revenues 
for  the  period 
July  18  to 
Sept.  12, 1973. 


(3)  In  computing  meat  raw  material 
and  meat  raw  material  costs  for  the  pe¬ 
riod  July  18-September  12,  1973  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  permissible  total 
sales  revenues  for  the  period  July  18- 
September  12,  1973,  a  firm  must  exclude 
all  livestock,  semiprocessed  livestock,  and 
meat  products  purchased  and  resold 
without  change  in  form. 

(4)  Sales  revenues  in  the  period 
July  18-September  12,  1973,  may  exceed 
the  permissible  total  sales  revenue  cal¬ 
culated  by  application  of  the  formula 
provided  in  paragraph  (h)  (2)  of  this 
section  if  the  excess  results  from  (i)  sea¬ 
sonal  patterns  or  a  change  in  product 
mix;  (ii)  increases  in  the  price  of  im¬ 
ported  beef  pursuant  to  §  130.123(b)  of 
this  title;  or  (iii)  price  increases  placed 
in  effect  prior  to  4:00  p.m.,  e.s.t.,  July  18, 
1973,  to  the  extent  that  those  price  in¬ 
creases  reflect  increases  in  allowable 
costs,  other  than  meat  raw  material 
costs,  incurred  after  the  base  period  as 
defined  in  this  section  and  before  4:00 
p.m.,  e.s.t.,  July  18,  1973.  Records  suf¬ 
ficient  to  justify  any  excess  shall  be 
maintained. 

(5)  The  following  definitions  apply  for 
purposes  of  this  paragraph,  notwith¬ 
standing  any  other  provision  of  this 
section. 

“Discounted  beef  raw  material  cost” 
means  meat  raw  material  cost  as  defined 
in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section,  except 
that — 

(i)  the  term  “inventory”  excludes 
swine,  sheep,  lamb,  and  pork; 

'(ii)  the  term  “livestock”  excludes 
swine  and  sheep; 

(iii)  the  term  “cost”  means  not  more 
than  the  sum  of  the  average  costs  for 
beef  raw  material  items  during  the  meat 
ceiling  base  period  as  defined  in  §  130.123 
of  this  title  (the  average  cost  of  a  beef 
raw  material  item  is  determined  by  di¬ 
viding  the  net  cost  by  the  volume  of 
that  item  purchased  during  the  meat 
ceiling  base  period) ;  and 

(iv)  the  term  “value”  means  the  value 
assigned  to  inventory,  in  accordance  with 
the  customary  accounting  practice  of  the 
firm  concerned,  based  upon  costs  as  de¬ 
fined  in  subparagraph  (iii)  of  this  defi¬ 
nition. 

“Livestock”  means,  for  the  purpose  of 
calculating  the  base  period  gross  mar¬ 
gin,  cattle,  swine,  and  sheep. 

"Meat  products”  means  “meat”  as  de¬ 
fined  in  S  130.123  of  this  title. 

“Pork  and  lamb  raw  material  cost” 
means  meat  raw  material  cost  as  defined 
in  this  paragraph,  except  that  meat  raw 
material  excludes  cattle  and  beef. 


§  130.127  [.4inend<^d] 

3.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  130.127  is 

amended  by  deleting  the  period  which 
concludes  that  paragraph  and  adding 
the  words  “or  §  130.57d(h) .”  - 

4.  Paragraph  (b)  of  §  130.127  is 

amended  by  deleting  the  period  which 
concludes  that  paragraph  and  adding  the 
words  “or  §  130.57d(h) .” 

[FR  Doc.73-19021  Piled  9-5-73:12:41  am] 


PART  140— COST  OF  LIVING  COUNCIL 
FREEZE  REGULATIONS 

PART  150— COST  OF  LIVING  COUNCIL 
PHASE  IV  PRICE  REGULATIONS 

Scope  Sections 

Sections  140.1(a)  and  150.1<b)  are 
amended  as  set  forth  below  to  effect 
technical  changes  which  conform  the 
scope  provisions  of  Parts  140  and  150  to 
the  recent  amendment  extending  the 
freeze  on  retail  prices  of  gasoline  and  No. 
2-D  diesel  fuel  until  11:59  p.m.,  local 
time  September  7, 1973. 

This  amendment  makes  clear  that  it  is 
the  intent  of  the  Cost  of  Living  Council 
that  the  provisions  of  Part  140  remain  in 
effect  with  respect  to  the  retail  sale  of 
gasoline  and  No.  2-D  diesel  fuel  as  long 
as  the  freeze  on  these  products  is  contin¬ 
ued.  It  is  not  the  Cotmcil’s  intent  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  application  of  exemptions 
under  Part  150  to  retail  sales  of  gasoline 
and  No.  2-D  diesel  fuel  until  Septem¬ 
ber  8,  when  the  petroleum  regulations  be¬ 
come  effective  for  these  retail  sales. 

Because  the  purpose  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  provide  immediate  guidance 
as  to  Cost  of  Living  Council  decisions,  I 
find  that  publication  in  accordance  with 
normal  rule  making  procedure  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  in  less 
than  30  days.  Interested  persons  may 
submit  conunents  regarding  this  amend¬ 
ment.  Communications  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  OflBce  of  the  General 
Coimsel,  Cost  of  Living  Council,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 20508. 

(Economic  Stabilization  Act  of  1970,  as 
amended.  Pub.  L.  92-210,  85  Stat.  743,  Pub.  L. 
93-28,  87  Stat.  27,  E.O.  11695,  38  PR  1473, 
E.O.  11730,  38  PR  19345,  Cost  of  Living  Coun¬ 
cil  Order  No.  14,  38  PR  1489) 

In  ccxisideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Chapter  I  of  Title  6  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  is  amended  as  follows, 
effective  immediately. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  31.  1973. 

John  T.  Dunlop, 

Director, 

Cost  of  Living  Council. 


1.  Section  150.1(b)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  150.1  Scope. 

*  •  *  •  • 

(b)  The  price  rules  of  Part  130  of  this 
chapter  remain  effective  until  11:59  pjn., 
e.s.t.,  September  11, 1973,  with  respect  to 
sales  of  food  subject  to  Subpart  F  of  that 
part  and  with  respect  to  sales  of  meat 
subject  to  Subpart  M  of  that  part.  Part 
140  of  this  chapter  also  remains  effec¬ 
tive  with  respect  to  sales  of  food  and 
meat  subject  to  Subpart  I  of  that  part 
imtil  11:59  pm.,  e^.t.,  September  11, 
1973,  and  with  respect  to  retail  sales  of 
gasoline  and  No.  2-D  diesel  fuel  until 
11:59  p.m.,  local  time,  September  7, 1973. 

*  •  •  •  • 

2.  Section  140.1(a)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  140.1  Purpftse  and  scope. 

(a)  The  purpose  of  this  part  is  to  im¬ 
plement  the  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  11730  wMch  continues  the  freeze 
on  prices  for  commodities  and  services 
imposed  by  Executive  Order  11723.  Ex¬ 
cept  as  provided  in  paragraph  (b),  the 
provisions  of  this  part  are  in  addition  to 
the  provisions  of  Part  130  of  this  title 
with  respect  to  prices  charged  or  re¬ 
ceived  for  commodities  and  services  be¬ 
ginning  9:00  p.m.,  e.s.t.,  June  13,  1973 
and  shall  not  operate  to  abrogate  any 
requirements  imposed  under  Part  130. 
This  part  shall  remain  in  general  effect 
until  11:59  p.m..  e.s.t.,  August  12,  1973, 
after  which  Phase  IV  shall  commence 
except  that  the  freeze  on  prices  for  food 
as  modified  in  Subpart  I  shall  remain  in 
effect  until  11:59  p.m.,  e.s.t.,  Septem¬ 
ber  11,  1973  and  the  freeze  on  prices  for 
retail  sales  of  gasoline  and  No.  2-D  diesel 
fuel  shall  remain  in  effect  imtil  11:59 
p.m.,  local  time,  September  7,  1973.  To 
the  extent  that  the  provisions  of  this 
part  are  in  conflict  with  the  provisions 
of  Part  130,  the  provisions  of  this  part 
control,  except  that  the  provisions  of 
this  part  shall  not  operate  to  permit 
prices  higher  than  permitted  imder  Part 
130.  The  provisions  of  this  part  do  not 
extend  to: 

(i)  Wages  and  salaries,  which  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  subject  to  the  program  es¬ 
tablished  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
11695; 

(ii)  Interest  and  dividends,  which  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  subject  to  the  program  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  Committee  on  Interest 
and  Dividends; 

(iii)  Rents,  which  continue  to  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  controls  only  to  the  limited  ex¬ 
tent  provided  in  Executive  Order  11695. 

*  *  •  *  • 

[PR  Doc.73-19020  PUed  9-4-73:12:41  am] 


PART  152— COST  OF  LIVING  COUNCIL 
PHASE  IV  PAY  REGULATIONS 
Recodified  Pay  Rules  for  Phase  IV 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  73-18703  appearing  at  page 
23614  in  the  issue  of  Friday,  August  31, 
1973,  make  the  following  changes: 
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1.  In  the  2d  line  of  §  152.105(b)  the 
words  “the  subparagraph”  should  read 

2.  In  §  152.107 (d)  (2).  19th  line.  “CLC” 

should  read  “CLC-32”.  * 


Title  7 — ^Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS).  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

(Valencia  Orange  Regulation  448] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES  GROWN 
IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART 
OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Califomia-Arizona  Valencia  oranges 
that  may  be  shipped  to  fresh  market 
during  the  weekly  regulation  period  Sep¬ 
tember  7-13,  1973.  It  is  issued  pursuant 
to  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing 
Order  No.  908.  The  quantity  of  Valencia 
oranges  so  fixed  was  arrived  at  after  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  total  available  supply  of 
Valencia  oranges,  the  quantity  of 
Valencia  oranges  currently  ..vailable  for 
market,  the  fresh  market  demand  for 
Valencia  oranges,  Valencia  orange  prices, 
and  the  relationship  of  season  average 
returns  to  the  parity  price  for  Valencia 
oranges. 

§  968.748  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
448. 

(a)  Findings. — (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908),  regulating  the  handling  of  Valencia 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  designated 
part  of  California,  effective  under  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and  in¬ 
formation  submitted  by  the  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  Committee,  es¬ 
tablished  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  Valencia  oranges,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  section  to  limit 
the  respective  quantities  of  Valencia 
oranges  that  may  be  marketed  from  Dis¬ 
trict  1,  District  2,  and  District  3  during 
the  ensuing  week  stems  from  the  produc¬ 
tion  and  marketing  situation  confronting 
the  ’’’alencia  orange  industry. 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  that 
should  be  marketed  during  the  next  suc¬ 
ceeding  week.  Such  recommendation,  de¬ 
signed  to  provide  eqxiity  of  marketing 
opportunity  to  handlers  In  all  districts. 
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resulted  from  consideration  of  the  fac¬ 
tors  enumerated  in  the  order.  The  com¬ 
mittee  further  reports  that  the  fresh 
market  demand  for  Valencia  oranges 
continues  to  be  weak.  Prices  f.o.b.  aver¬ 
aged  $3.27  per  carton  on  a  sales  volume 
of  477  carlots  during  the  week  ended  Au¬ 
gust  30.  1973,  compared  with  $3.28  per 
carton  on  sales  of  464  carlots  a  week 
earlier.  Track  and  rolling  supplies  at  294 
cars  were  down  33  cars  from  last  week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  respec¬ 
tive  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  which 
may  be  handled  should  be  fixed  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking  procedme, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insufBcient, 
and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  preparation 
for  such  effective  time;  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof 
effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The 
committee  held  an  open  meeting  during 
the  current  week,  after  giving  due  no¬ 
tice  thereof,  to  consider  supply  and  mar¬ 
ket  conditions  for  Valencia  oranges  and 
the  need  for  regulation;  interested  per¬ 
sons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  at  this 
meeting;  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  herein  were 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Department 
after  such  meeting  was  held;  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  section,  including  its  effec¬ 
tive  time,  are  identical  with  the  aforesaid 
recommendation  of  the  committee,  and 
information  concerning  such  provisions 
and  effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  Valencia 
oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act,  to 
make  this  section  effective  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  herein  specified;  and  compliance 
with  this  section  will  not  require  any  spe¬ 
cial  preparation  on  the  part  of  persons 
subject  hereto  which  cannot  be  com¬ 
pleted  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was  held 
on  September  4, 1973. 

(b)  Order. — (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California 
which  may  be  handled  during  the  period 
September  7, 1973  through  September  13, 
1973,  are  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  Unlimited  movement; 

(11)  District  2:  450,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3;  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled”. 
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“District  1”,  “District  2”,  “District  3”, 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  marketing  agreement 
and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674) ) 

Dated  September  5, 1973. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Acting  Deputy  Director,  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division.  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.73-19116  PUed  9-5-73:8:46  am) 


PART  932— OLIVES  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA 

Subpart — Rules  and  Regulations 

Establishment  of  Grade  and  Size  Re¬ 
quirements  FOR  Processed  1973-74 
Olives 

The  following  amendment  of  the  Sub¬ 
part — Rules  and  Regulations  prescribes 
the  grade  and  size  requirements  for  Cali¬ 
fornia  olives  processed  during  the  1973- 
74  crop  year  for  use  in  the  production  of 
limited  use  styles  (halved,  sliced,  quar¬ 
tered,  chopped  or  minced,  and  “seg¬ 
mented”)  of  canned  ripe  olives.  It  re¬ 
laxes  the  size  requirements  that  would 
otherwise  apply  to  such  olives  during  said 
crop  year  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Federal  marketing  order  for  olives 
grown  in  California. 

The  publication  hereof  gives  notice  of 
the  approval  of  amendment,  as  herein¬ 
after  set  forth,  of  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  (Subi>art — Rules  and  Regulations; 
7  CFR  932.108-932.161)  currently  effec¬ 
tive  pursuant  to  the  applicable  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  marketing  agreement,  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  932,  as  amended 
(7  CFR  Part  932),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  olives  grown  in  California,  here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  collectively  as  the 
“order.”  This  is  a  regulatory  program 
effective  under  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601-674). 

The  amendment  of  said  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  was  unanimously  recommended 
by  the  Olive  Administrative  Committee, 
established  imder  said  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  as  the  agency  to  admin¬ 
ister  the  terms  and  provisions  thereof. 

The  provisions  of  paragraphs  §  932.52 
(a)(2)  and  (a)(3)  of  the  order  specify, 
in  terms  of  minimum  weights  for  indi¬ 
vidual  olives  according  to  variety,  the 
minimum  sizes  of  processed  olives  that 
may  be  used  in  the  production  of  Whole 
or  Pitted  styles  of  canned  ripe  olives. 
Section  932.52(a)(3)  also  provides  that 
processed  olives  smaller  than  the  sizes 
so  prescribed,  as  recommended  annually 
by  the  committee  and  approved  by  the 
Secretary,  may  be  authorized  for  limited 
use  (production  of  Halved,  Sliced,  or 
Chopped  or  Minced  styles  of  canned  ripe 
olives)  but  any  such  limited  use  size  olives 
so  used  shall  be  not  smaller  than  the 
applicable  size  specified  in  the  paragraph 
except  for  the  tolerances  recommended 
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to,  and  approved  by,  the  Secretary.  Pur¬ 
suant  thereto  this  amendment  estab¬ 
lishes,  for  olives  from  the  *1973-74  crop 
utilized  for  limited  use,  the  minimum 
sizes  specified  In  said  §  932.52(a)  (3)  and 
includes  a  size  tolerance  of  20  percent  for 
imdersize  Variety  Group  1  olives  and  15 
percent  for  undersize  Variety  Group  2 
olives.  The  same  size  requirements  will 
apply  to  olives  used  in  the  production  of 
quartered  and  “segmaited”  styles  (seg¬ 
mented  style  olives  means  olives  that 
meet  the  standards  for  quartered  style 
except  that  the  pitted  olives  shall  each 
have  been  cut  lengthwise  into  more  than 
four  iq>proximately  equal  parts)  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  §  932.155(d) .  The 
amendment  includes,  for  olives  used  to 
produce  the  halved  or  sliced  styles,  the 
grade  requirements  specified  in  !  932.52 
and  modified  in  §  932.149.  The  minimmn 
grade  for  the  chopped  or  minced  style  is 
currently  specified  in  §  932.149.  The  min¬ 
imum  grade  of  olives  used  to  produce 
quartered  or  “segmented”  styles  is  cur¬ 
rently  specified  in  S  932.155. 

This  liberalization  reflects  the  conunit- 
tee’s  appraisal  of  the  1973-74  olive  crop 
and  marketing  conditions  and  are  its 
reconunendations  for  the  minimmn 
grade  and  sizes  of  olives  that  will  provide 
consumers  with  good  quality  fruit  of  the 
styles  specified  herein  and  for  improving 
returns  to  producers  pursiiant  to  the  de¬ 
clared  p>olicy  of  the  act. 

It  is  hereby  found  that  amendment  of 
said  rules  and  regulations,  as  herein¬ 
after  set  forth,  is  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  marketing  agreement 
and  order,  and  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  Agricultmal  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended. 

A  new  §  932.153a  is  added  reading  as 
follows: 

§  932.153a  Establishment  of  grade  and 
size  requirements  for  processed 
1973—74  olives  for  limited  use. 

(a)  Grade. — On  and  after  Septem¬ 
ber  7,  1973,  any  handler  may  use  proc¬ 
essed  olives  of  the  respective  variety 
groups  in  the  production  of  halved  or 
sliced  styles  of  canned  ripe  olives  if  such 
olives  were  processed  after  September  6, 
1973,  and  meet  the  grade  requirements 
specified  in  §  932.52(a)  (1)  as  modified 
by  §  932.149. 

(b)  Sizes. — On  and  after  September  7, 
1973,  any  handler  may  use  processed 
olives  in  the  production  of  halved,  sliced, 
or  chopped  or  minced  styles  of  canned 
ripe  olives  if  such  olives  were  processed 
during  the  period  September  7,  1973, 
tlirough  August  31,  1974,  and  meet  the 
following  requirements: 

(1)  The  processed  olives  shall  be 
identified  and  kept  separate  and  apart 
from  any  olives  processed  before  Sep¬ 
tember  7,  1973,  or  after  August  31,  1974; 

(2)  Variety  Group  1  olives,  except  the 
Ascolano,  Barounl,  or  St.  Agostino  varie¬ 
ties,  shall  be  of  a  size  which  individually 
weigh  1/90  pound:  Provided,  That  not 
to  exceed  20  percent  of  the  olives  in  any 


lot  or  sublot  may  be  smaller  than  1/90 
pound; 

(3)  Variety  Group  1  olives  of  the 
Ascolano,  Barounl,  or  St.  Agostino 
varieties  shall  be  of  a  size  which  individ¬ 
ually  weight  1/140  pound:  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  20  percent  of  the  olives  in 
any  lot  or  sublot  may  be  smaller  than 
1/140  pound; 

(4)  Variety  Group  2  olives,  except  the 
Obliza  variety,  shall  be  of  a  size  which 
individually  weigh  1/180  poimd;  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  not  to  exceed  15  percent  of 
the  olives  in  any  lot  or  sublot  may  be 
smaller  than  1/180  pound; 

(5)  Variety  Group  2  olives  of  the 
Obliza  variety  shall  be  of  a  size  which 
individually  weigh  1/140  pound:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  not  to  exceed  15  percent  of 
the  olives  in  any  lot  or  sublot  may  be 
smaller  than  1/140  povmd. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  contrary 
to  the  public  interest  to  give  preliminary 
notice,  engage  in  public  rule  making 
procedure  and  postpone  the  effective 
date  of  this  amendment  imtil  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553),  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  hereof  effective  at 
the  time  hereinafter  set  forth,  in  that 
(1)  the  time  intervening  between  the 
date  when  the  information  upon  which 
this  amendment  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  such  amendment  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient;  (2)  the  handling  of  the  1973  crop 
of  olives  is  expected  to  begin  on  or  about 
September  7, 1973  and  amendment  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  should  be  in  effect 
by  that  time  so  as  to  apply  to  the  han¬ 
dling  of  the  entire  crop  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act;  (3)  unless 
modified  by  this  amendment,  the  more 
restrictive  requirements  of  the  order  pro¬ 
visions  would  then  apply  to  the  handling 
of  the  crop;  (4)  compliance  with  the 
amended  rules  and  regulations  will  re¬ 
quire  of  handlers  no  special  preparation 
therefor  which  cannot  be  completed  by 
the  effective  time  hereof;  (5)  in  order 
to  facilitate  the  handling  of  the  1973 
crop  the  industry  should  have  knowledge 
of  the  revised  requirements,  contained 
in  this  amendment,  as  soon  as  possible; 
and  (6)  this  amendment  was  unani¬ 
mously  recommended  by  members  of  the 
Olive  Administrative  Committee  at  an 
open  meeting  on  August  15,  1973,  at 
which  all  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  submit  their 
views. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674).) 

Dated  August  31,  1973,  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  September  7, 1973. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Acting  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.73-18931  Filed  9-S-73;8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  X— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  MILK).  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

MILK  IN  THE  BOSTON  REGIONAL 
MARKETING  AREA,  ET  AL 

Order  Suspending  a  Certain  Provision  of 
the  Orders 

In  the  matter  of : 

7  CFB  Paxts  and  Marketing  Areas 

1001  Boston  Regional. 

1002  New  York-New  Jersey. 

1004  Middle  Atlantic. 

1006  Upper  Florida. 

1007  Georgia. 

1011  Appalachian. 

1012  Tamps  Bay. 

1013  Southeastern  Florida. 

1015  Connecticut. 

1030  Chicago  Regional. 

1033  Ohio  Valley. 

1036  Eastern  Ohio- Western  Pennsylvania. 
1040  Southern  Michigan. 

1044  Michigan  Upper  Peninsula. 

1046  LoulsvUle-Lexlngton-Evansville. 

1049  Indiana. 

1050  Central  Illinois. 

1060  Mlnneeota-North  Dakota. 

1061  Southeastern  Minnesota  -  Northern 

Iowa  (Dairyland). 

1062  St.  liOuls-Ozarks. 

1063  Quad  Citles-Dubuque. 

1064  Greater  Kansas  City. 

1065  Nebraska-Western  Iowa. 

1068  Mlnneapolls-St.  Paul,  Minnesota. 

1069  Duluth-Superior. 

1070  Cedar  Raplds-Iowa  City. 

1071  Neosho  Valley. 

1073  Wichita,  Kansas. 

1075  Black  Hills,  South  Dakota. 

1076  Eastern  South  Dakota. 

1078  North  Central  Iowa. 

1079  Des  Moines.  Iowa. 

1090  Chattanooga,  Tennessee. 

1094  New  Orleans,  Louisiana. 

1096  Northern  Louisiana. 

1097  Memphis,  Tennessee. 

1098  Nashville,  Tennessee. 

1099  Paducah,  Kentucky. 

1101  Knoxville,  Tennessee. 

1102  Fort  Smith,  Arkansas. 

1106  Oklahoma  Metropolitan. 

1108  Central  Arkansas. 

1 120  Lubbock-Plalnvlew,  Texas. 

1121  South  Texas. 

1124  Oregon-Washington. 

1125  Puget  Sound,  Washington. 

1126  North  Texas. 

1127  San  Antonio,  Texas. 

1128  Central  West  Texas. 

1 129  Austln-Waco,  Texas. 

1130  Corpus  Christl.  Texas. 

1131  Central  Arizona. 

1 132  Texas  Panhandle. 

1133  Inland  Empire. 

1 134  Western  Colorado. 

1136  Great  Basin. 

1137  Eastern  Colorado. 

1138  Rio  Grande  Valley. 

1139  Lake  Mead. 

This  order  of  suspension  is  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  providons  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and 
of  the  orders  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  aforesaid  marketing  areas. 

It  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that 
for  September  9-30,  1973  the  following 
provision  in  each  of  the  above  listed  or- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  38,  NO.  172 — THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  6,  1973 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


24217 


ders  does  not  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act: 

The  word  “second”  In  S§  1001.61(a), 
1002.50a(a).  1004.50(a).  1006.50(a), 

1007.51(a),  1011.51(a),  1012.50(a),  1013.- 
50(a).  1015.61(a).  1030.51(a),  1033.51(a). 
1036.50(a).  1040.50(a).  1044.51(a),  1046.- 
51(a).  1049.50(a).  1050.51(a),  1060.51(a), 
1061.51(a),  1062.51(a),  1063.50(b),  1064.- 
51(a),  1065.51(a),  1068.53,  1069.51(a), 
1070.50(b),  1071.51(a),  1073.51(a),  1075.- 
51(a),  1076.51(a)  1078.50(b),  1079.50(b), 
1090.51(a),  1094.51(a).  1096.51(a),  1097. 
51(a),  1098.51(a),  1099.51(a),  1101.51(a), 
1102.51(a),  1106.51(a),  1108.51(a),  1120.- 
50(a),  1121.51(a),  1124.51(a),  1125.50(a), 
1126.51(a),  1127.51,  1128.50(b),  1129.- 
50(b).  1130.51(a),  1131.51(a),  1132.51(a), 
1133.50(a),  1134.51(a),  1136.50(a),  1137.- 
51(a),  1138.51(a),  and  1139.50(a). 

Statement  of  Consideration 

This  suspension  will  result  in  the  Class 
I  price  for  September  9-30,  1973  under 
each  of  the  aforesaid  orders  being  based 
on  the  basic  formula  price  for  the  pre¬ 
ceding  month.  Presently,  Class  I  prices 
are  based  on  the  basic  formula  price  for 
the  second  preceding  'month. 

cnass  I  prices  under  such  orders  are 
determined  by  adding  a  specified  differ¬ 
ential  to  the  basic  formula  price,  which 
Is  an  average  of  prices  paid  for  manu¬ 
facturing  grade  milk  in  Minnesota  and 
Wisconsin.  Without  the  suspension,  the 
Class  I  price  xmder  each  order  for  all  of 
September  would  be  that  determined  by 
adding  the  appropriate  Class  I  differen¬ 
tial  to  the  Jiily  basic  formula  price  of 
$5.78.  Under  the  suspension.  Class  I 
prices  for  September  9-30  will  be  based 
on  the  basic  formula  price  for  August. 
The  August  price  (to  be  announced  by 
September  5)  is  expected  to  be  about 
$6.50. 

The  suspension  will  result  in  producers 
in  all  61  Federal  order  markets  receiving 
on  September  9  a  Class  I  price  increase 
of  about  70  cents  per  hundredweight  that 
was  previously  scheduled  for  October  1. 
Although  no  provisions  in  the  Red  River 
Valley  and  Southern  Illinois  orders 
(Parts  1104  and  1032)  are  being  sus¬ 
pended,  Class  I  prices  under  these  orders 
nevertheless  will  be  increased  through 
this  action.  The  Red  River  Valley  Class  I 
price  is  tied  to  the  Class  I  price  under 
the  Oklahoma  Metropolitan  order.  The 
Southern  Illinois  Class  I  price  is  based 
on  the  St.  Louis-Ozarks  Class  I  price. 

An  immediate  increase  in  Federal 
order  Class  I  prices  is  essential  to  the 
production  of  adequate  supplies  of  milk 
for  fiuid  consumption.  In  recent  months, 
milk  producers  throughout  the  country 
have  been  experiencing  an  unprecedented 
rise  in  the  cost  of  feed  for  dairy  cattle. 
The  tight  supplies  of  protein  have  domi¬ 
nated  the  feed  situation.  For  the  month 
ending  in  mid-August,  the  average  price 
of  soybean  meal  (the  principal  high- 
protein  feed  for  dairy  cows)  was  $372  per 
ton.  A  year  ago,  soybean  meal  was  bring¬ 
ing  $133  a  ton.  The  average  cost  of  16 
percent  protein  dairy  ration  increased  to 
$132  per  ton  in  August,  about  60  percent 
above  a  year  earlier.  Com  prices  also 


have  risen,  averaging  about  $2.68  per 
bushel  in  August.  This  was  more  than 
double  the  price  a  year  ago.  The  prospec¬ 
tive  strong  demand  for  feed  grains  sug¬ 
gests  that  feed  prices  will  remain  well 
above  those  of  a  year  earlier. 

Milk  prices,  on  the  other  hand,  have 
not  kept  pace  with  rising  feed  costs.  This 
is  indicated  by  the  milk -feed  price  ratio, 
which  is  a  numerical  measure  of  the 
pounds  of  concentrate  ration  equal  in 
value  to  a  pound  of  milk.  For  July  1973, 
this  ratio  was  down  23  percent  from  a 
year  ago,  which  at  1.29  was  the  lowest 
July  ratio  since  1963.  Last  year’s  July 
ratio  was  1.68.  At  the  current  ratio,  the 
milk-feed  price  relationship  is  not  con¬ 
ducive  to  heavy  grain  and  concentrate 
feeding. 

Dairy  farmers  have  been  facing  sig¬ 
nificant  cost  increases  for  other  milk 
producticm  Inputs  as  well.  These  include 
recent  increases  over  last  year  of  8  per¬ 
cent  for  farm  machinery,  9  percent  for 
fertilizer,  24  percent  for  seed,  12  percent 
for  building  and  fencing  materials,  8 
percent  for  wages,  6  percent  for  taxes, 
and  9  percent  for  interest. 

Concurrently  with  rising  milk  produc¬ 
tion  costs,  prices  for  slaughter  cattle 
have  risen  to  new  highs.  This  has  pro¬ 
vided  a  strong  inducement  for  heavy 
culling  of  milk  cows  by  dairymen. 

Under  these  conditions,  dairy  farmers 
have  not  had  the  incentive  to  maintain 
milk  production  at  the  level  necessary  to 
meet  the  expected  demand  for  milk  and 
milk  products  during  the  forthcoming 
fall  and  winter  months.  Nationally,  milk 
production  has  been  declining  steadily 
since  the  beginning  of  the  year.  For  Jan¬ 
uary  through  June,  production  was  2.2 
percent  less  than  for  the  same  period  a 
year  ago.  July  production  was  3.3  percent 
less  than  a  year  earlier.  Milk  cow  num¬ 
bers  for  July  dropped  2.5  percent  from 
July  1972,  and  milk  per  cow  was  down 
0.9  percent. 

On  the  demand  side,  national  sales  of 
milk  and  dairy  products  have  been  rising 
steadily.  For  January  through  May  1973, 
total  commercial  use  of  all  milk  was  up 
2.4  percent  from  a  year  earlier. 

In  59  of  the  67  Federal  order  markets 
for  which  there  are  comparable  data, 
producer  receipts  for  January  through 
Jime  1973  decreased  1.9  percent  from  the 
comparable  1972  period.  Production  in 
July  was  3.4  percent  below  a  year  ago. 
Producer  milk  used  in  Class  I,  on  the 
other  hand,  increased  1.4  percent  from 
last  year  in  the  January-June  period. 
July  Class  I  utilization  was  up  1.5  per¬ 
cent.  The  opening  of  schools  in  Septem¬ 
ber  will  result  in  a  greater  demand  for 
milk,  which  will  continue  through  the 
fall  and  winter  months  when  supplies 
are  exp>ected  to  be  short. 

Under  these  circumstances,  immediate 
action  should  be  taken  under  the  Federal 
milk  order  program  to  encourage  milk 
production  and  the  retention  of  re- 
sources  devoted  to  dairying.  Producers 
are  faced  daily  with  mounting  produc¬ 
tion  costs.  They  are  urgently  in  need  of 
added  income  to  meet  these  costs.  With¬ 
out  the  immediate  price  increase,  there 


will  be  no  inducement  to  reverse  the 
present  movement  of  resources  out  of 
dairying. 

As  noted,  the  average  price  for  man¬ 
ufacturing  grade  milk  in  Minnesota  and 
Wisconsin  for  August  is  expected  to  in¬ 
crease  about  70  cents  per  hundredweight. 
This  very  substantial  one-month  in¬ 
crease  is  a  reflection  of  the  significant 
supply-demand  changes  within  the  dairy 
industry.  Such  a  price  change,  which  can 
be  expected  to  be  a  major  incentive  for 
increased  milk  production,  should  be  re¬ 
flected  Immediately  in  Federal  order 
Class  I  prices  rather  than  at  the  later 
October  1  date  when  the  price  increase 
otherwise  would  take  place. 

The  suspension  is  based  on  a  public 
hearing  that  began  August  28  in  Cfiayton, 
Mo.  In  the  notice  of  hearing,  it  was 
stated  that  “Proposal  No.  1  contemplates 
price  adjustments  for  each  of  the  mar¬ 
kets  effective  with  respect  to  September 
deliveries.  Since  the  remaining  time  ob¬ 
viously  does  not  allow  for  consummation 
of  amendatory  action  by  September  1, 
evidence  will  be  received  with  respect  to 
the  propriety  of  suspension  action  to  es¬ 
tablish  Class  I  prices  on  and  after  Sep¬ 
tember  1  on  a  more  current  basis  rela¬ 
tive  to  advancing  manufacturing  milk 
prices.” 

At  the  hearing,  a  substantial  niunber 
of  producer  groups  asked  that  emergency 
suspension  action  be  taken  to  increase 
September  Class  I  prices.  Certain  other 
producer  groups  indicated,  however,  that 
emergency  action  for  September  is  not 
necessary.  These  groups  were  coopera¬ 
tives  whose  members  are  receiving  prices 
for  (Hass  I  milk  in  excess  of  the  minimum 
order  Class  I  prices. 

There  is  every  indication  that  milk 
producers  in  all  Federal  order  markets 
are  experiencing  significantly  higher 
production  costs.  Not  all  producers  in 
each  market  are  receiving  above-order 
prices  for  their  milk.  It  is  essential  to 
the  adequacy  of  the  total  supply  of  milk 
for  fluid  consumption  that  Class  I  prices 
in  all  Federal  order  markets  be  increased 
immediately. 

It  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking,  public 
procedure  thereon,  and  thirty  days’  no¬ 
tice  of  the  effective  date  hereof  are  im¬ 
practical,  unnecessary,  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest  in  that: 

(a)  This  suspension  is  necessary  to  re¬ 
flect  current  marketing  conditions  and 
to  maintain  orderly  marketing  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  aforesaid  marketing  areas  in 
that  it  is  necessary  to  provide  at  the 
earliest  opportunity  an  added  incentive 
for  dairy  farmers  to  produce  adequate 
supplies  of  pure  and  wholesome  milk  for 
fluid  consumption.  This  action  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  recognition  of  present  or  poten¬ 
tial  milk  shortages  in  many  of  such  mar¬ 
kets  and  a  threatened  general  shortage 
of  Grade  A  milk  supplies. 

(b)  This  suspension  does  not  require 
of  persons  affected  substantial  or  ex¬ 
tensive  preparation  prior  to  the  effective 
date:  and 

(c)  Producers  requested  this  suspen¬ 
sion  at  a  hearing  that  began  August  28 


No.  172— Pt.  I - 5 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  38,  NO.  172 — THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  6.  1973 


24218 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


in  Clayton,  Mo.  Interim  emergency  ac¬ 
tion  is  necessary  pending  a  detailed  re¬ 
view  of  conditions  in  individual  markets 
as  described  at  the  hearing. 

Therefore,  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  this  order  effective  September  9, 1973. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  the  afore¬ 
said  provisions  of  the  orders  are  hereby 
suspended  for  September  9-30,  1973. 
(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674).) 

Effective  date. — September  9,  1973. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  4,  1973. 

Clayton  Yeutter, 
Assistant  Secretary. 
|FR  Doc.73-19077  Piled  9-5-73:8:45  amj 

Title  36 — Parks,  Forests,  and  Memorials 

CHAPTER  I — NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  50 — NATIONAL  CAPITAL  PARKS 
REGULATIONS 

Public  Gatherings 

The  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  in  a  Quaker 
Action  Group,  et  al.  v.  Morton,  et  al..  Civ. 
No.  688-69,  has  entered  judgment  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

This  cause  having  come  before  the  Court 
for  trial  under  the  remand  mandate  of  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  Circuit,  -  U.S.  App. 

D.C.  - ,  460  F.  2d  854,  864  (1971);  trial 

having  been  conducted;  the  Court  having 


entered  Findings  of  Fact  and  Conclusions 
of  Law  in  this  matter  on  August  22,  1973; 
now,  in  accordance  therewith. 

It  is  by  the  Oomt  this  28th  day  of  August 
1973,  ORDERED,  ADJUDGED,  AND  DE¬ 
CREED: 

1.  That  the  100/500  limitations  on  demon¬ 
strations  on  the  sidewalk  in  front  of  the 
White  House  and  in  Lafayette  Park  contained 
in  the  August  1967  memm^andum  of  T.  Sut¬ 
ton  Jett  and  subsequently  incorporated  in 
the  revised  Regulations  of  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  are  invalid  and  void  as  an 
unconstitutional  infringement  of  the  plain¬ 
tiffs’  rights  to  freedom  of  speech  and  to  as¬ 
semble  i>eaoefully  and  petition  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  a  redress  of  grievances. 

2.  That  any  limitation  of  less  than  750/3000 
on  demonstrations  on  the  sidewalk  in  front 
of  the  White  House  and  in  Lafayette  Park 
would  be  Invalid  and  void  as  an  unconstitu¬ 
tional  infringement  of  plaintiffs’  rights  to 
freedom  of  speech  and  to  assemble  peace¬ 
ably  and  petition  the  Government  for  a  re¬ 
dress  of  grievances. 

3.  That  the  permit  requirement  of  36  CFR 
50.19  does  not  confer  impermissibly  broad 
discretion  on  government  officials  to  grant  or 
deny  permits  in  violation  of  First  Amend¬ 
ment  rights  except  as  set  forth  in  paragraphs 
1  and  2  of  this  Order,  in  this  connection: 

a.  ’The  requirements  of  and  standards  for 
a  permit  or  notice  are  reasonable. 

b.  The  restrictions  on  rush  hour  demon¬ 
strations  are  reasonable. 

c.  ’The  ban  on  the  use  of  sound  ampllflca- 
tlon  systems  on  the  White  House  sidewalk  is 
reasonable. 

d.  The  requirement  of  marshals  for  simul¬ 
taneous  demonstrations  in  Lafayette  Park 
and  the  White  House  sidewalk  is  reasonable. 

e.  The  ban  on  continuous  demonstrations 


lasting  beyond  24  hours  or  beyond  7  consecu¬ 
tive  days  by  one  group  is  reasonable. 

4.  That  the  preliminary  injunction  Issued 
by  thU  Court  in  this  case,  as  modified  by  the 
Court  of  Ai>peals,  is  dissolved. 

The  effective  date  of  the  National 
Capital  Parks  Public  Gathering  Regula¬ 
tion,  36  CPU  50.19,  as  amended  at  37 
PR  24899,  November  23,  1972,  was  post¬ 
poned  by  publication  at  35  PR  17552, 
November  14,  1970,  pending  this  Court 
action.  Under  the  terms  of  this  judg¬ 
ment,  36  CPR  50,19  becomes  effective 
on  September  4,  1973,  except  that: 
In  compliance  with  the  Court’s  judgment 
(pending  appellate  consideration  of  the 
matter)  the  participant  limitation  on 
public  gathering  activities  sought  to  be 
conducted  on  the  White  House  sidewalk 
shall  be  750,  and  in  Lafayette  Park  shall 
be  3000.  (’This  is  in  lieu  of  the  100/500 
limitation  provided  by  36  CPR  50.19 
(g)(2)  and  (3).) 

Persons  desirous  of  obtaining  a  permit 
imder  36  CPR  50.19  to  conduct  public 
gathering  activities  after  noon,  Tuesday, 
September  4,  1973,  on  lands  adminis¬ 
tered  by  National  Capital  Parks,  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service,  should  obtain  and 
execute  a  Public  Gathering  Permit  Ap¬ 
plication  form.  Such  forms  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Director,  National  Capi¬ 
tal  Parks,  National  Park  Service,  1100 
Ohio  Drive  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20242. 

Dated  September  4, 1973. 

Rogers  C.  B.  Morton, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

|FR  Doc.73-19082  FUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


COST  OF  LIVING  COUNCIL 

[  6  CFR  Part  152  ] 

EXECUTIVE  AND  VARIABLE 
COMPENSATION 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  73-18704  appearing  at  page 
23628  in  the  issue  of  Friday,  August  31, 
1973,  make  the  following  changes: 

1.  In  §  152.124(d)  (2)  (i),  line  14  should 
read  "§  152.130)  and  who  are  subject  to 
self-adminis-”. 

2.  In  §  152.124(d)  (2)  (il),  delete  the 
word  “to”  in  the  7th  line. 

3.  In  §  152.124(d)  (3)  (iv),  line  4  should 

4.  In  5  152.125(b)  (1) ,  ls«t  line,  “pursu¬ 
ant  to  §  152.129,”  should  be  between  the 
3c  and  4th  lines  of  S  152.125(b)  (2)  (ii). 

5.  In  §  152.125(d)  (2)  (ii),  delete  the 
word  “to”  from  the  7th  line. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 
[9  CFR  Part  94] 

MILK  AND  MILK  PRODUCTS 

Proposed  Restrictions  on  Importation 

The  purpose  of  the  proposal  is  to  place 
certain  restrictions  on  the  importation 
of  milk  and  milk  products  originating  in 
any  county  designated  in  §  94.1  as  in¬ 
fected  with  rinderpest  or  foot-and- 
mouth  disease.  The  proposal  would 
require: 

(a)  The  milk  or  milk  product  to  be  in 
a  liquid  form  in  a  hermetically  sealed 
container  which  was  processed  by  heat 
after  packed  and  sealed  which  makes 
the  product  shelf  stable  without  refrig¬ 
eration, 

(b)  Shipment  of  the  milk  or  milk 
products  to  be  transported  without 
refrigeration,  and 

(c)  Each  shipment  to  be  accompanied 
by  a  certificate  Issued  by  an  appropriate 
foreign  official  certifying  to  the  specified 
processing  required:  Provided,  That 
upon  specific  request  the  Deputy  Ad¬ 
ministrator  may  permit  milk  and  milk 
products  to  be  brought  into  the  United 
States  for  further  processing  or  without 
further  processing  when  he  determines 
that  such  action  will  not  endanger  the 
livestock  or  poultry  of  the  United 
States. 

Statement  of  consideration. — Research 
has  shown  that  the  virus  of  rinderpest 
and  foot-and-mouth  disease  is  present 
in  the  milk  of  infected  nuninants.  Veter¬ 


inary  Sciences  Research  scientists  have 
advised  that  the  most  commonly  used 
method  for  pasteurization,  the  high  tem¬ 
perature-short  time  process,  is  not  ade¬ 
quate  to  provide  acceptable  assurance 
that  the  virus  would  be  destroyed.  The 
chief  method  of  producing  nonfat  milk 
powder  also  is  considered  inadequate  for 
virus  destruction.  In  addition,  the  proc¬ 
essing  procedures  are  such  that  recon¬ 
tamination  of  fully  processed  product 
may  occur. 

Most  foreign  dairy  products  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  rigid  eligibility  requirements  for 
United  States  entry.  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  administers  the  Import 
Milk  Act  which  imposes  strict  standards 
for  fluid  milk  and  cream  and  condensed 
and  evaporated  milk.  Additionally,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  requirements 
apply  to  other  types  of  milk  products. 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service  adminis¬ 
ters  Section  22  of  the  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  which  regulates  the  impor¬ 
tation  of  dairy  products  through  a  quota 
system.  The  regular  annual  quota  for 
nonfat  dry  milk  is  1,807,000  piounds  and 
is  allotted  to  Canada  and  Aiistralia. 

During  the  past  year,  market  condi¬ 
tions  together  with  depletion  of  stocks 
previously  held  by  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  resulted  in  a  severe  domes¬ 
tic  shortage  of  nonfat  dry  milk.  Subse¬ 
quently,  Proclamation  No.  4177  author¬ 
ized  an  additional  temporary  quota  of 
25  million  pounds  to  be  imported  during 
the  period  December  30,  1972,  through 
February  15,  1973.  Some  five  million 
p>ounds  of  this  originated  in  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  infected  countries.  The 
temporary  quota  of  25  million  pounds, 
however,  was  not  suflScient  to  supply  the 
demand  and  on  April  25,  1973,  Proclama¬ 
tion  No.  4213  authorized  the  Importation 
of  an  additional  temporary  quota  of  60 
million  povmds.  Available  information  in¬ 
dicates  that  over  24  million  pounds  of 
this  amount  originated  in  rinderpest  or 
foot-and-mouth  disease  countries. 

Of  the  various  types  of  imported  dairy 
products,  it  is  believed  that  nonfat  dry 
milk  is  the  most  dangerous  with  respect 
to  introduction  of  foreign  diseases.  Milk 
powders  have  long  been  used  in  the 
preparation  of  feed  formulations  for 
swine  and  calves.  The  Department  is 
concerned  that  some  of  the  nonfat  milk 
powder  from  rinderpest  or  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  countries  may  contain 
rinderpest  or  foot-and-mouth  disease 
virus  and  may  reach  susceptible  animals. 
This  could  occur  when  quantities  of  the 
milk  powder  or  formulations  utilizing  the 
powder  are  diverted  from  human  con¬ 


sumption  and  into  livestock  feeds.  Any 
number  of  conditions  that  result  in  spoil¬ 
age  and  contamination  with  bacteria, 
filth,  or  vermin  could  cause  such  diver¬ 
sions.  Under  current  operations,  the  im¬ 
porter  furnishes  Veterinary  Services 
with  a  notarized  affidavit  which  certifies 
that  the  product  will  not  be  used  in  live¬ 
stock  feeds,  however,  this  would  not  be 
sufficient  protection  if  the  product  was 
sold  to  a  subsequent  purchaser  without 
his  knowledge  of  such  certification,  re¬ 
sulting  in  possible  use  of  the  product  in 
animal  feeds  if  it  became  contaminated. 

The  Department  has  no  basis  for  es¬ 
timating  the  frequency  or  quantities  of 
importations  which  might  be  authorized 
under  future  temporary  quotas,  nor  can 
any  valid  estimate  as  to  what  portion  of 
any  such  quota  will  come  from  rinder¬ 
pest  or  foot-and-mouth  disease  coun¬ 
tries  be  made.  Based  on  the  two  recent 
temporary  quotas  and  the  knowledge  re¬ 
ceived  *of  production  capabilities,  it  is 
reasonable  to  believe  that  some  portion 
of  the  quota  would  be  filled  by  rinderpest 
or  foot-and-mouth  disease  countries.  The 
Department  also  expects  that  some  users 
of  the  milk  powders  will  submit  an  ap¬ 
plication  to  become  an  approved  estab¬ 
lishment  to  handle  a  restricted  import. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  administrative  procedure  pro¬ 
visions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  that,  pursuant 
to  section  2  of  the  Act  of  February  2, 
1903,  as  amended;  and  section  306  of  the 
Act  of  June  17,  1930,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  1306;  21  U.S.C.  Ill),  the  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service  is 
considering  amending  9  CFR  Part  94. 

A  new  §  94.15  would  be  added  to  read : 

§  94.15  Milk  and  milk  products. 

Milk  and  milk  products  originating  in 
a  country  designated  in  §  94.1  as  infected 
with  rinderpest  or  foot-and-mouth  dis¬ 
ease  may  be  imported  into  the  United 
States  if;  (a)  (1)  The  milk  or  milk  prod¬ 
uct  is  in  a  liquid  form  in  a  hermetically 
sealed  container  and  was  processed  by 
heat  after  packing  and  sealing  so  that  the 
product  is  shelf  stable  without  refrigera¬ 
tion,  (2)  shipments  of  the  milk  or  milk 
product  are  transported  to  the  United 
States  without  refrigeration,  and  (3) 
each  shipment  is  accompanied  by  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  a  salaried  veterinary  officer  of 
the  national  government  of  the  coimtry 
of  origin  certifying  that  the  milk  and  milk 
products  have  been  processed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion:  Provided,  That  upon  specific  re¬ 
quest  the  Deputy  Administrator,  Veteri¬ 
nary  Services,  may  permit  other  milk  and 
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milk  products  to  be  imported  into  the 
United  States  under  conditions  pre¬ 
scribed  by  him  for  such  specific  cases 
when  he  determines  that  such  action  will 
not  endanger  the  livestock  or  poultry  of 
the  United  States;  However,  if  such  other 
milk  or  milk  product  is  to  be  imported 
for  further  processing  it  must,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  permission  obtained  from  the 
Deputy  Administrator,  Veterinary  Serv¬ 
ices,  be  consigned  and  shipped  directly 
to  an  establishment  which  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  for  this  purpose  and  which  has 
provided  the  Deouty  Administrator,  Vet¬ 
erinary  Services,  with  satisfactory  evi¬ 
dence  that  it  has  the  equipment,  facili¬ 
ties,  and  capabilities  to  properly  store, 
handle,  process,  and  utilize  the  specific 
shipment  of  milk  or  milk  product  so  as 
to  prevent  the  introduction  or  dissemina¬ 
tion  of  animal  or  poultry  diseaises  into 
the  United  States. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  concern¬ 
ing  the  proposed  amendment  may  do  so 
by  filing  them  with  the  Deputy  Admin¬ 
istrator,  Veterinary  Services,  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Hyattsville, 
Maryland  20782,  before  October  6,  1973. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursu¬ 
ant  to  this  notice  will  be  made  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Federal  Cen¬ 
ter  Building,  Room  870,  Hyattsville, 
Maryland,  during  regular  business  hours 
in  a  manner  convenient  to  the  public 
business  (7  CPR  1.27(b) ) . 

Comments  submitted  should  bear  a 
reference  to  the  date  and  page  number 
of  this  issue  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  31st 
day  of  August  1973. 

G.  H.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator,  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service. 

[FR  Doc.73-18932  PUed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Part  130  ] 

CLINICAL  DATA  ON  NEW  DRUGS  GEN¬ 
ERATED  OUTSIDE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Proposal  To  Adopt  International  Clinical 
Research  Standards 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
is  concerned  over  the  loss  in  the  new  drug 
approval  process  in  the  United  States  of 
clinical  data  from  studies  performed  by 
experts  abroad.  Expertise  in  clinical 
pharmacology  and  the  clinical  investiga¬ 
tion  of  drugs  exists  in  many  countries. 
The  Food  and  Drug  Administration’s 
(FDA’s)  access  to  data  produced  by  drug 
studies  performed  outside  of  the  United 
States  has  been  limited  largely  to  review 
of  the  published  literature.  As  a  result,  in 
reviewing  a  new’  drug  application  (NDA) 
submitted  for  approval  the  agency  has 
relied  almost  exclusively  on  clinical  in¬ 
vestigations  performed  in  the  United 
States  even  though  the  new  drug  regula¬ 
tions  (21  CFR  130.3  and  130.4)  permit 
inclusion  of  studies  performed  outside  of 
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this  covmtry.  It  is  In  the  Interest  of  the 
public  health  for  the  FDA,  whenever  pos¬ 
sible,  to  have  access  to  and  consider  de¬ 
tailed  information  resulting  from  all 
studies  which  are  well-conceived,  well- 
controlled,  and  conducted  by  qualified 
experts,  wherever  they  are  performed. 
Utilization  of  such  information  will  re¬ 
duce  the  duplication  of  effort  of  clinical 
investigators  here  and  abroad,  making 
available  a  larger  pool  of  talent  for  drug 
research,  and  will  decrease  the  duplica¬ 
tion  of  clinical  studies  and  thus  the  total 
number  of  patients  and  volunteers  ex¬ 
posed  to  investigational  drugs  during  the 
early  trial  periods.  Such  utilization  may 
also  result  in  useful  drugs  becoming 
available  to  the  public  at  an  earlier  date. 

A  “Notice  of  Claimed  Investigational 
Exemption  for  a  New  Drug”  (END)  is  re¬ 
quired  whenever  an  investigational  drug 
is  shipped  abroad  for  clinical  study,  and 
although  an  IND  is  not  required  when  an 
investigational  drug  is  manufactured  and 
studied  abroad,  the  FDA  will  accept  one 
on  a  voluntary  basis.  Whenever  an  IND  is 
filed,  regardless  of  whether  one  is  re¬ 
quired,  all  of  the  requirements  of  the  law 
and  regulations  must  be  met.  Since  the 
IND  requirements  do  not  apply  to  drugs 
manufactured  and  investigated  abroad, 
and  where  one  is  not  voluntarily  sub¬ 
mitted,  it  is  necessary  that  regulations  be 
available  under  which  such  clinical 
studies  will  be  acceptable  for  considera¬ 
tion  as  a  part  of  IND’s  and  NDA’s  under 
review  in  the  United  States.  This  will  as¬ 
sist  manufacturers  in  their  planning  for 
and  submission  of  such  studies.  It  is 
anticipated  that  these  regulations  will  be 
changed  as  experience  is  gained. 

It  is  necessary  to  define  the  condi¬ 
tions  under  which  foreign  clinical  studies 
may  be  regarded  as  acceptable  ethically 
under  the  standards  imposed  by  United 
States  laws  and  regulations.  It  is  the  pol¬ 
icy  of  the  FDA  not  to  accept  studies  in 
support  of  IND’s  or  NDA’s  that  have  not 
been  performed  imder  standards  of 
ethics  acceptable  to  the  world  commu¬ 
nity. 

The  standard  most  universally  ac¬ 
cepted,  and  most  nearly  comparable  to 
the  United  States  requirements,  is  in  the 
Declaration  of  Helsinki,  adopt^  by  the 
18th  World  Medical  Assembly,  Helsinki, 
Finland,  1964.  The  Helsinki  standards  are 
as  follows : 

Declaration  of  Helsinki 

RECOMMENDATIONS  GUIDING  DOCTORS  IN 
CLINICAL  RESEARCH 
•  •  •  *  • 

I.  Basic  Principles 

1.  Clinical  research  must  conform  to  the 
moral  and  scientific  principles  that  Justify 
medical  research  and  should  be  based  on 
laboratory  and  animal  experiments  or  other 
scientifically  established  facts. 

2.  Clinical  research  should  be  conducted 
only  by  scientifically  qualified  persons  and 
under  the  supervision  of  a  qualified  medical 
man. 

3.  Clinical  research  cannot  legitimately  be 
carried  out  unless  the  importance  of  the 
objective  is  in  proportion  to  the  inherent  risk 
to  the  subject. 

4.  Every  clinical  research  project  should  be 
preceded  by  careful  assessment  of  Inherent 


risks  In  comparison  to  foreseeable  benefits  to 
the  subject  or  to  others. 

5.  Special  caution  should  be  exercised  by 
the  doctor  In  performing  clinical  research  In 
which  the  personality  of  the  subject  is  liable 
to  be  altered  by  drugs  or  experimental  pro¬ 
cedure. 

II.  Clinical  Research  Combined  With 

Professional  Care 

1 .  In  the  treatment  of  the  sick  person,  the 
doctor  must  be  free  to  use  a  new  therapeutic 
measure,  if  In  his  Judgment  it  offers  hope 
of  saving  life,  reestablishing  health,  or  alle¬ 
viating  suffering.  If  at  all  possible,  consistent 
with  patient  psychology,  the  doctor  should 
obtain  the  patient's  freely  given  consent 
after  the  patient  has  been  given  a  full  ex¬ 
planation.  In  case  of  legal  Incapacity,  con¬ 
sent  should  also  be  procured  from  the  legal 
guardian;  in  case  of  phjrslcal  Incapacity  the 
permission  of  the  legal  guardian  replaces  that 
of  the  patient. 

2.  The  doctor  can  combine  clinical  re¬ 
search  with  professional  care,  the  objective 
being  the  acquisition  of  new  medical  knowl¬ 
edge,  only  to  the  extent  that  clinical  research 
is  Justified  by  Its  therapeutic  value  for  the 
patient. 

III.  Nontherapeutic  Clinical  Research 

1.  In  the  purely  scientific  application  of 
clinical  research  carried  out  on  a  human 
being.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  doctor  to  remain 
the  protector  of  the  life  and  health  of  that 
person  on  whom  clinical  research  is  being 
carried  out. 

2.  The  nature,  the  purpose  and  the  risk  of 
clinical  research  must  be  explained  to  the 
subject  by  the  doctor. 

3a.  Clinical  research  on  a  human  being 
cannot  be  undertaken  without  his  free  con¬ 
sent  after  he  has  been  informed;  If  he  is 
legally  incompetent,  the  consent  of  the  legal 
guardian  should  be  procured. 

3b.  The  subject  of  clinical  research  should 
be  In  such  a  mental,  physical  and  legal  state 
as  to  be  able  to  exercise  fully  hls  power  of 
choice. 

3c.  Consent  should  as  a  rule,  be  obtained 
In  writing.  However,  the  responsibility  for 
clinical  research  always  remains  with  the 
research  worker;  it  never  falls  on  the  subject 
even  after  consent  is  obtained. 

4a.  The  investigator  must  respect  the  right 
of  each  Individual  to  safeguard  hls  personal 
Integrity,  especially  If  the  subject  Is  in  a  de¬ 
pendent  relationship  to  the  Investigator. 

4b.  At  any  time  during  the  course  of 
clinical  research  the  subject  or  hls  guardian 
should  be  free  to  withdraw  permission  for 
research  to  be  continued.  The  mvestlgator 
or  the  investigating  team  should  discontinue 
the  research  If  m  his  or  their  Judgment,  It 
may,  if  continued,  be  harmful  to  the 
individual. 

’The  regulations  under  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  CFR 
130.3  and  130.37)  governing  clinical  re¬ 
search  differ  from  these  standards  more 
in  language  than  in  principle  in  that  the 
FDA  regulations  specifically  state  con¬ 
sent  is  required  for  patients  in  all  cases 
except  where  the  investigator  deems  it 
not  feasible  or,  in  his  professional  judg¬ 
ment,  contrary  to  the  best  interests  of 
the  patient.  Both  standards  require  con¬ 
sent  in  all  cases  where  the  drug  is  being 
administered  primarily  for  the  accumu¬ 
lation  of  scientific  knowledge.  In  the 
United  States,  where  it  is  required,  con¬ 
sent  must  be  in  writing  in  any  Phase  I 
and  II  investigation,  and  the  decision 
whether  to  obtain  consent  orally  or  in 
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writing  is  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
investigator  in  Phase  ni. 

The  FDA  regiUations  also  differ  from 
the  Declaration  of  Helsinki  principles  In 
that  they  require  that  the  protocols  for 
investigational  drug  studies  on  institu¬ 
tionalized  patients  be  approved  by  an  in¬ 
stitutional  review  committee  prior  to  in¬ 
ception  of  the  study  and  the  makeup  of 
the  committee  is  required  to  contain 
membership  from  varying  backgroimds. 
However,  many  institutions  abroad  do 
have  peer  review  committees  of  clinical 
research  and,  in  some  cases,  Include  In 
the  membership  nonphysician  profes¬ 
sionals,  e.g.,  nurses. 

There  is  no  desire  to  attempt  to  im¬ 
pose  upon  other  countries  the  specific 
requirements  for  research  in  humans 
that  apply  in  this  coimtry.  Addi¬ 
tionally  the  United  States  does  not  wish 
to  reject  valid  scientific  data  generated 
imder  world  ethical  standards.  The  reg¬ 
ulations  proposed  herein  will  permit  ac¬ 
ceptance  of  data  performed  under  the 
ethical  standards  of  the  Declaration  of 
Helsinki  and  where  a  review  committee 
(composed  of  individuals  who  are  scien¬ 
tists  and,  where  practicable,  individuals 
who  are  otherwise  qualified  and  not  in¬ 
cluding  the  investigator  himself)  has  ap¬ 
proved  the  research  protocols  from  both 
the  scientific  and  ethical  standpoint  prior 
to  initiation  of  the  study. 

The  scientific  requirements  to  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  acceptance  of  foreign  clinical 
drug  studies  should  be  the  same  as  those 
recognized  by  scientists  throughout  the 
world  as  essential  to  the  acquisition  of 
valid  data.  TTie  investigators  performing 
the  studies  must  be  experts  qualified  by 
scientific  training  and  experience  to  eval¬ 
uate  the  safety  and  effectiveness  of 
drugs.  Such  investigators,  as  in  the 
United  States,  are  usually  associated  with 
medical  schools  or  with  outstanding  in¬ 
dependent  institutions  and  are  recog¬ 
nized  by  their  peers  for  the  quality  of 
their  investigations  and  soundness  of 
their  conclusions.  Facilities  utilized  by 
the  investigator  must  be  suitable  for  the 
complexity  of  the  investigation  \mder- 
taken.  Adequate  records  to  document 
conclusions  of  such  a  study  are  essential 
to  the  scientific  process  and  must  be 
available  as  needed  to  support  the 
conclusions. 

Based  on  the  experience  of  the  FDA, 
foreign  data  dealing  with  the  clinical 
pharmacology  and  clinical  safety  and 
efficacy  in  the  early  phases  of  clinical  in¬ 
vestigation  (i.e..  Phase  I  and  H,  21  CFR 
130.3  Form  FD  1571,  item  10.1)  would  be 
the  most  useful  for  consideration  in  con¬ 
nection  with  IND’s  and  NDA’s.  This 
would  bring  to  bear  the  expertise  of  clin¬ 
ical  pharmacologists  wherever  it  exists 
on  the  complexities  of  drug  studies. 

TTie  primary  purposes  of  this  proposal 
are  to  promote  the  public  safety  by  elimi¬ 
nating  imnecessary  duplication  of  hu¬ 
man  research  and  to  foster  the  availabil¬ 
ity  to  the  American  public  in  a  timely 
fashion  of  important  new  drugs  being 
studied  abroad.  In  view  of  this,  interna¬ 
tional  manufactm-ers  are  expected, 
where  a  significant  new  drug  is  studied 
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both  abroad  and  in  the  United  States  and 
adequate  data  appear  available  for  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  drug,  to  submit  the  data  for 
review  by  the  FDA  at  the  same  time  they 
are  submitted  lor  review  in  a  foreign 
coimtry. 

Accordingly,  the  Commissioner  con¬ 
cludes  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to  ac¬ 
cept  results  of  clinical  investigations  per¬ 
formed  in  other  countries  in  support  of 
IND’s  and  NDA’s  when  such  investiga¬ 
tions  were  conducted  in  accordance  with 
sound  scientific  and  ethical  principles  of 
research  as  set  forth  herein. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  201,  505,  507,  701,  52  Stat.  1040- 
1041,  1050-1053,  as  amended,  1055  (21 
U.S.C.  321,  355,  357,  371)),  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  2.120) ,  it  is  proposed  that  Part 
130  be  amended  by  adding  a  new  section 
as  follows: 

§  130. _  Clinical  data  generated  out¬ 

side  the  United  States  and  not  subject 
to  a  “Notice  of  Claimed  Investiga¬ 
tional  Exemption  for  a  New  Drug.” 

(a)  The  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion’s  access  to  data  produced  by  drug 
studies  performed  outside  of  the  United 
States  and  not  covered  by  a  “Notice  of 
Claimed  Investigational  Exemption  for 
a  New  Drug’’  (IND)  is  limited  largely  to 
review  of  published  literature.  The  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the 
public  health,  whenever  possible,  to  have 
access  to  and  consider  detailed  informa¬ 
tion  resulting  from  those  studies  per¬ 
formed  abroad  which  are  well-conceived, 
well-controlled,  performed  by  qualified 
experts,  and  conducted  in  accordance 
with  ethicsil  principles  acceptable  to  the 
world  community. 

(b)  Such  studies  may  be  utilized  to 
support  clinical  investigations  in  the 
United  States  and  in  support  of  the  safe¬ 
ty  and  effectiveness  of  a  new  drug  in  a 
new  drug  application  (NDA)  provided 
all  the  following  conditions  are  met: 

(1)  For  each  investigator’s  studies, 
the  IND  sponsor  or  NDA  applicant  veri¬ 
fies  that: 

(i)  The  investigator  is  well  qualified 
by  scientific  training  and  experience  to 
conduct  investigational  studies  of  the 
subject  drug  and  he  is  affiliated  with  a 
recognized  medical  school  or  with  an 
independent  institution  recognized  for 
its  excellence  or  is  otherwise  appropri¬ 
ately  qualified.  Documentation  of  the 
investigator’s  qualifications  shall  be 
submitted. 

(ii)  He  has  adequate  facilities  appro¬ 
priate  for  the  complexity  of  the  studies 
perfoimed. 

(iii)  He  maintains  detailed  case  rec¬ 
ords  and  will  make  available  to  the  spon¬ 
sor  these  records  and  any  additional 
background  data  from  such  records,  in¬ 
cluding  hospital  or  other  institutional 
records,  should  such  background  data  be 
requested  by  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 

(iv)  He  has  conducted  the  studies  in 
conformance  with  the  “Declaration  of 
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Helsinki”  recommendations  which  read 
as  follows: 

Declaration  of  Helsinki  Recommendations 

Guiding  Doctors  in  Clinical  Research 

•  •  *  *  • 

I.  Basic  Principles 

1.  Clinical  research  must  conform  to  the 
moral  and  scientific  principles  that  Justify 
medical  research  and  should  be  based  on 
laboratory  and  animal  experiments  or  other 
scientifically  established  facts. 

2.  Clinical  research  should  be  conducted 
only  by  scientifically  qualified  persons  and 
under  the  supervision  of  a  qualified  medical 
man. 

3.  Clinical  research  cannot  legitimately  be 
carried  out  unless  the  Importance  of  the 
objective  is  In  proportion  to  the  inherent 
risk  to  the  subject. 

4.  Every  clinical  research  project  should 
be  preceded  by  careful  assessment  of  In¬ 
herent  risks  in  comparison  to  forseeable 
benefits  to  the  subject  or  to  others. 

5.  Special  caution  should  be  exercised  by 
the  doctor  In  performing  clinical  research 
in  which  the  personality  of  the  subject  is 
liable  to  be  altered  by  drugs  or  experimental 
procedure. 

II.  Clinical  Research  Combined  With 

Professional  Care 

1.  In  the  treatment  of  the  sick  person, 
the  doctor  must  be  free  to  use  a  new  thera¬ 
peutic  measure,  if  in  his  judgment  it  offers 
hope  of  saving  life,  reestablishing  health,  or 
alleviating  suffering.  If  at  all  possible,  con¬ 
sistent  with  patient  psychology,  the  doctor 
should  obtain  the  patient’s  freely  given  con¬ 
sent  after  the  patient  has  been  given  a  full 
explanation.  In  case  of  legal  incapacity,  con¬ 
sent  should  also  be  procured  from  the  legal 
guardian;  in  case  of  physical  incapacity  the 
permission  of  the  legal  guardian  replaces 
that  of  the  patient. 

2.  The  doctor  can  combine  clinical  re¬ 
search  with  professional  care,  the  objective 
being  the  acquisition  of  new  medical  knowl¬ 
edge,  only  to  the  extent  that  clinical  research 
is  justified  by  its  therapeutic  value  for  the 
patient. 

III.  Nontherapeutic  Clinical  Research 

1.  In  the  purely  scientific  application  of 
clinical  research  carried  out  on  a  human 
being,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  doctor  to  remain 
the  protector  of  the  life  and  health  of  that 
person  on  whom  clinical  research  is  being 
carried  out. 

2.  The  nature,  the  purpose  and  the  risk  of 
clinical  research  must  be  explained  to  the 
subject  by  the  doctor. 

3a.  Clinical  research  on  a  human  being 
cannot  be  undertaken  without  his  free  con¬ 
sent  after  he  has  been  informed;  if  he  is 
legally  incompetent,  the  consent  of  the  legal 
guardian  should  be  procured. 

3b.  The  subject  of  clinical  research  should 
be  in  such  a  mental,  physical  and  legal  state 
as  to  be  able  to  exercise  fully  his  power  of 
choice. 

3c.  Consent  should,  as  a  rule,  be  obtained 
in  writing.  However,  the  responsibility  for 
clinical  research  always  remains  with  the 
research  worker;  it  never  falls  on  the  subject 
even  after  consent  is  obtained. 

4a.  The  Investigator  must  respect  the  right 
of  each  individual  to  safeguard  his  personal 
integrity,  especially  if  the  subject  is  in  a 
dependent  relationship  to  the  investigator. 

4b.  At  any  time  during  the  course  of  clini¬ 
cal  research  the  subject  or  his  guardian 
should  be  free  to  withdraw  permission  for 
research  to  be  continued.  The  Investigator 
or  the  investigating  team  ^ould  discontinue 
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the  research  if  in  his  or  their  Judgment,  it 
may.  if  continued,  be  harmful  to  the 
individuaL 

(v)  An  explanation  as  to  how  the  re¬ 
search  conformed  to  the  principles  of  the 
“Declaraticm”  is  provided  (e.g.,  for  non- 
therapeutic  clinical  research,  it  should  be 
clear  that  the  nature,  piupose  and  risk 
of  the  research  was  explained  to  the 
subject  and  his  consent  was  obtained). 

(vi)  His  proposed  study  has  been  re¬ 
viewed  for  scientific  and  ethical  consid¬ 
erations  and  approved  by  a  review  com¬ 
mittee  (compost  of  individuals  who  are 
scientists  and,  where  practicable,  indi¬ 
viduals  who  are  otherwise  qualified)  prior 
to  initiation  of  the  study.  In  this  regard 
the  addition  of  other  health  professionals 
or  lajTnen  to  the  committee  is  optional; 
the  investigator  himself  cannot  have  par¬ 
ticipated  in  the  review  of  his  own  proto¬ 
col;  and  a  statement  that  the  review 
committee  has  reviewed  the  proposed 
study  shall  be  submitted. 

(2)  The  IND  sponsor  or  NDA  appli¬ 
cant  submits  a  detailed  summary  of  the 
preclinical  and  clinical  data  and  a  de¬ 
scription  of  the  components,  composition, 
and  manufacturing  procedures  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Form  FD  1571,  items  1,  2,  3,  4, 
and  5  (§  130.3(a)),  to  give  significance 
to  the  preclinical  and  clinical  data  sub¬ 
mitted  and  to  permit  comparison  with 
data  obtained  from  other  studies  on  the 
drug. 

(c)  Data  from  studies  performed 
abroad  and  conducted  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  this  section  may  be 
utilized  without  duplication  of  the  stud¬ 
ies  in  the  United  States  as  appropriate. 
For  example,  data  from  Phase  I  studies 
may  permit  beginning  Phase  n  studies 
in  the  United  States;  data  from  Phase  n 
may  permit  Initiation  <rf  later  and 
more  extensive  Phsise  n  studies  in 
the  United  States;  Phase  II  studies  may 
on  occasion  be  unnecessary  in  the  United 
States,  depending  upon  the  magnitude 
and  quality  of  the  studies  and  the  drug 
under  investigation;  data  from  Phase  m 
studies  may  be  utilized  to  supplement 
Phase  m  studies  performed  in  the  United 
States.  (For  definition  of  Phases  I,  n,  m, 
see  Form  FD  1571,  item  10.1  (§  130.3(a).) 
When  studies  from  abroad  have  been  per¬ 
formed  prior  to  initiation  of  United 
States  studies  under  an  IND,  the  sponsor 
shall  arrange  a  meeting  with  the  appro¬ 
priate  Division,  OflSce  of  Scientific 
Evaluation,  Bureau  of  Drugs,  following 
the  Division’s  review  of  the  data,  to  de¬ 
termine  vdiat  additional  studies  will  be 
required  in  the  United  States.  If  studies 
have  been  essentially  completed  in  the 
United  States  and  abroad  and  the  data 
from  the  latter  are  to  be  incorporated 
as  part  of  an  NDA  submission,  they 
should  be  included  at  the  time  of  sub¬ 
mission  of  the  NDA,  if  possible,  but  may 
be  submitted  as  an  amendment  at  any 
time. 

(d)  Studies  conducted  abroad  com¬ 
mencing  60  days  after  the  publication  of 
the  final  regulation  will  not  be  accepted 
in  support  of  new  drug  applications 
unless  they  comply  with  this  section  or  a 
waiver  is  granted  by  the  Food  and  Drug 


Administration  for  good  cause  shown. 
Studies  conducted  abroad  and  already 
completed  or  commencing  prior  to  60 
days  after  the  publication  of  the  final 
regulation  will  not  be  accepted  in  sup¬ 
port  of  new  drug  applications  unless 
they  comply  with  the  requirements  of 
paragraphs  (b)  (l)(l)-(v)  and  (2)  of 
this  section  or  a  waiver  is  granted  by  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  for  good 
cause  shown. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
December  4,  1972,  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Department  of  Health,  Eklucation, 
and  Welfare,  Room  6-88,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville.  Md.  20852,  written  com¬ 
ments  (preferably  in  quintupllcate)  re¬ 
garding  this  propK)sal.  Comments  may  be 
accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief 
in  support  thereof.  Received  comments 
may  be  seen  in  the  above  office  diming 
working  hours,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated  August  24,  1973. 

A.  M.  Schmidt, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 
[PR  Doc.73-18711  PUed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing 
Production  and  Mortgage  Credit — Fed¬ 
eral  Housing  Commissioner  (Federal 
Housing  Administration) 

[24  CFR  Part  20] 

[Docket  No.  R^73-2361 

PROPERTY  IMPROVEMENT  AND  MOBILE 
HOME  LOANS 

Assignment  of  Security 

The  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  is  considering 
amending  Part  201  of  Title  24  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Subpart  A, 
“Proiierty  Improvement  Loans”. 

The  amendment  would  require  that 
prior  to  filing  claim  for  reimbursement 
for  loss  on  a  defaulted  loan,  an  Insured 
lending  institution  must  record  an  as¬ 
signment  of  any  security  It  holds,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  defaiUted  loan,  to  the 
United  States,  Under  present  proce¬ 
dures  the  recording  of  such  assignments 
is  optional  with  the  insured  lender.  The 
purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to  reduce 
delays  in  placing  assignments  of  record- 
All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  or  suggestions 
in  triplicate  with  respect  to  this  pro¬ 
posal,  on  or  before  October  8,  1973, 
addressed  to  the  Rules  Docket  Clerk,  Of¬ 
fice  of  General  Counsel,  Room  10256, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment,  451 — 7th  Street,  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20410.  All  relevant  material 
will  be  considered  before  adoption  of  a 
final  rule.  A  copy  of  each  communica¬ 
tion  will  be  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  during  regular  business  hours  at  the 
above  address. 

The  proposed  rule  is  issued  pursuant 
to  7(d)  of  the  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development  Act,  42  UJS.C. 
3535(d). 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  S  201.11  as  follows: 

Section  201.11(h)  is  redesigned  as 
paragraph  (1)  and  a  new  paragr£q)h  (h) 
is  added  to  read: 

§  201.11  Qaims. 

•  «  •  •  * 

(h)  Recordation. — Where  security  has 
been  recorded  the  insured  shall,  prior 
to  filing  claim,  place  of  record  an  assign¬ 
ment  to  the  United  States  of  America 
of  said  security. 

***** 

Dated  August  30,  1973. 

Sheldon  B.  Lubar, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing 
Production  and  Mortgage  Credit, 

[FB  Doc.73-18908  PUed  9-5-73:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  73-GL-34] 

TRANSITION  AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
alter  the  transition  area  at  Robinson, 
Illinois. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Great  Lakes  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  F^eral  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  2300  E.  Devon  Ave¬ 
nue.  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  8,  1973,  will  be  considered  before 
.action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  No  public  hearing  is  contemplated 
at  this  time,  but  arrangements  for  in¬ 
formal  conferences  wdth  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data,  views 
or  arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  c(xitained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018. 

Two  new  instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dures  have  been  developed  to  the  Robin¬ 
son  Municipal  Airport,  Robinson,  Illi¬ 
nois.  based  upon  the  Robinson  VOR.  In 
addition,  the  criteria  for  designation  of 
transition  areas  have  been  changed.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  it  is  necessary  to  alter  the 
Robinson,  Illinois  transition  area  to  ade¬ 
quately  protect  the  aircraft  executing 
the  new  approach  procedures. 
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In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth: 

In  §  71.181  (38  FR  435),  the  following 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

Robinson,  III. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mlle  radius 
of  the  Robinson,  HI.,  Municipal  Airport  (lati¬ 
tude  39'01'00"  N.,  longitude  87*39'00"  W.) 
and  within  5  miles  each  side  of  the  348'  and 
091'  bearings  from  the  Robinson  Municipal 
Airport  extending  from  7-mlle-radlus  area 
to  12  miles  north  and  east  of  the  airport, 
excluding  the  area  which  overlies  the  Sulli¬ 
van,  Indiana,  transition  area. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348) ,  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  HI.,  on  August 
6,  1973. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 
Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

IFR  Doc.73-18797  Filed  9-6-73:8:45  am] 


Federal  Highway  Administration 
[  49  CFR  Part  393  ] 

[Docket  No.  MC-51:  Notice  No.  73-22] 

TRUCKS  AND  BUSES 

Combination  of  Lighting  Devices  and 
Reflectors 

The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Motor 
Carrier  Safety  is  considering  a  revision 
of  §  393.22  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Safety 
Regulations  (49  CFR  393.22)  to  clarify 
the  circumstances  in  which  a  clearance 
lamp  and  a  tail  lamp  or  identification 
lamp  may  be  combined  in  the  same  shell 
or  housing.  The  revision  would  make  it 
clear  that  the  present  prohibition 
against  combining  a  clearance  lamp  on  a 
commercial  motor  vehicle  operated  in 
interest  or  foreign  commerce  with  a  tail 
lamp  or  identification  lamp  on  that  ve¬ 
hicle  applies  only  to  optical  combina¬ 
tions  in  which  two  lamps  use  the  same 
lens,  not  to  configurations  that  locate 
both  lamps  in  the  same  module. 

This  proposal  stems  from  a  petition  for 
rulemaking  filed  by  the  Truck  Safety 
Equipment  Institute  (TSEI) ,  an  associa¬ 
tion  of  manufacturers  of  motor  vehicle 
equipment.  The  petition  points  out  that 
§  393.22  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Safety 
Regulations  begins  with  an  authorization 
for  combining  two  or  more  lighting  de¬ 
vices  or  reflectors  in  the  same  shell  or 
housing,  with  certain  enumerated  excep¬ 
tions.  Among  the  exceptions  is  paragraph 
(c)  of  §  393.22,  which  provides:  “No 
clearance  lamp  may  be  combined  with 
any  tail  lamp  or  identification  lamp”.  The 
quoted  language,  says  TSEI,  appears  to 
conflict  with  paragraph  S4.4.1  of  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  108  (49  CFR 
571.108),  which  precludes  the  combina¬ 
tion  of  a  clearance  lamp  with  a  tail  or 


identification  lamp  only  when  the  two  are 
“combined  optically”.  The  petitioner  says 
that  it  is  common  practice  among  ve¬ 
hicle  manufacturers  to  use  modular 
lamps — a  single  unit  bolted  on  to  the 
rear  structural  member  of  a  trailer — con¬ 
taining  a  clearance  lamp,  a  turn  signal 
lamp,  and  a  combination  tail  lamp-stop 
lamp.  Each  lamp  has  its  own  lens  and  is 
optically  separate  from  the  others.  TSEI 
contends  that,  because  of  the  optical 
separation  of  the  lamps,  the  objective  of 
the  regulatory  prohibition  against  com¬ 
bining  a  clearance  lamp  with  a  tail  or 
identification  lamp  is  met,  and  the  addi¬ 
tional  prohibition  against  use  of  the  same 
module  to  house  the  lamps  “adds  nothing 
to  the  safety  value  of  the  lamp  function, 
and  is  likely  to  be  interpreted  differ¬ 
ently  by  different  individuals.”  TSEI 
asks  that  §  393.22  be  amended  to  make 
its  language  conform  to  the  language  of 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  108. 

Since  its  adoption  in  1962,  the  lan¬ 
guage  in  paragraph  (c)  of  §  393.22  has 
been  consistently  interpreted  by  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Motor  Carrier  Safety  to  allow 
combining  a  clearance  lamp  and  a  tail  or 
identification  lamp  in  the  same  module 
as  long  as  both  lamps  do  not  use  a  com¬ 
mon  lens.  The  Bureau  has  construed  the 
reference  to  “one  shell  or  housing”  in  the 
introductory  clause  of  §  393.22  to  mean 
the  inner  lamp  assembly,  rather  than  the 
outer  casing  of  a  multi-lamp  module. 
Under  this  interpretation,  §  393.22  is  not 
inconsistent  with  paragraph  S4.4.1  of 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  108. 

Nevertheless,  it  appears  that  a  literal 
reading  of  §  393.22  may  mislead  some 
persons  into  concluding  that  a  combina¬ 
tion  of  a  clearance  lamp  and  an  identifi¬ 
cation  lamp  in  the  same  module  is  pro¬ 
hibited.  The  possibility  of  confusion 
should  be  minimized  because  a  manu¬ 
facturer’s  failure  to  understand  the 
rule’s  purport  may  result  in  a  costly  and 
unnecessary  overdesign. 

For  these  reasons,  the  Director  pro¬ 
poses  to  revise  §  393.22  for  the  purpose 
of  clarifying  its  language  and  to  make  it 
conform  verbally  more  closely  to  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  108.  Si^- 
clflcally,  the  Director  proposes  to  revise 
§  393.22  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Safety 
Regulations  (Subchapter  B  in  Chapter  III 
of  title  49)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  393.22  Combination  of  lighting  devii-cs 
and  reflectors. 

(a)  Permitted  comhinatiom. — Except 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  two  of  more  lighting  devices  and 
reflectors  (whether  or  not  required  by 
the  rules  in  this  part)  may  be  combined 
optically  if — 

(1)  Each  required  lighting  device  and 
reflector  conforms  to  the  applicable 
rules  in  this  part;  and 

(2)  Neither  the  mounting  nor  the  use 
of  a  non-required  lighting  device  or  re¬ 
flector  impairs  the  effectiveness  of  a  re¬ 
quired  lighting  device  oi  reflector  or 
causes  that  device  or  reflector  to  be  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  applicable  rules  in 
this  Part. 

(b)  Prohibited  combinations. — (1)  A 
turn  signal  lamp  must  not  be  combined 


optically  with  a  head  lamp  or  other 
lighting  device  or  combination  of  light¬ 
ing  devices  that  produces  a  greater  in¬ 
tensity  of  light  than  the  tiun  signal 
lamp. 

(2)  A  turn  signal  must  not  be  com¬ 
bined  optically  with  a  stop  lamp  unless 
the  stop  lamp  function  is  always  de¬ 
activated  when  the  turn  signal  is  acti¬ 
vated. 

(3)  A  clearance  lamp  must  not  be 
combined  optically  with  a  tail  lamp  or 
identification  lamp. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
pertaining  to  the  proposed  revision.  All 
comments  submitted  should  refer  to  the 
docket  number  and  notice  number  ap¬ 
pearing  at  the  top  of  this  document  and 
should  be  submitted  in  three  copies  to 
the  Director,  Bureau  of  Motor  Carrier 
Safety,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  All 
comments  received  ^fore  the  close  of 
business  on  November  30,  1973,  will  be 
considered  before  further  action  is  taken. 
Comments  will  be  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  in  the  public  docket  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Motor  Carrier  Safety,  located  in 
room  4136,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  both  before  and  after 
the  closing  date  for  comments. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
issued  under  the  authority  of  section  204 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as 
amended,  49  U.S.C.  304,  section  6  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
U.S.C.  1655,  and  the  delegations  of  au¬ 
thority  by  the  Secretary  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  and  the  Federal  Highway  Admin¬ 
istrator  at  §§  1.48  and  389.4  of  Title  49, 
CFR. 

Issued  on  August  29,  1973. 

Robert  A.  Kaye, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Motor 

Carrier  Safety. 

|FR  Doc.73-18857  Filed  0-5-73:8:45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  25837] 

[  14  CFR  Part  241  ] 

AMENDMENT  OF  THE  ACCOUNTING  AND 
REPORTING  REQUIREMENTS  FOR 
TRANSPORT-RELATED  REVENUES  AND 
EXPENSES 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

August  28,  1973. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  has  under  considera¬ 
tion  proposed  amendments  to  Part  241 
of  its  Economic  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  241)  which  would  revise  the  ac¬ 
counting  and  reporting  requirements  for 
operating  revenues:  (1)  To  provide  for 
gross  reporting  of  all  operating  revenues 
and  expenses;  (2)  to  change  the  name  of 
the  present  functional  classifleation 
“4900  Nontransport  Revenues”  to  “4900 
Transport-Related  Revenues”;  (3)  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  new  functional  expense  classifi¬ 
cation  “7100  Transport-Related  Ex¬ 
penses”;  (4)  to  eliminate  the  present 
subclassiflcations  “4100  Federal  Subsidy” 
and  “4600  Incidental  Revenues-Net”;  (5) 
to  provide  fuller  disclosure  of  some  of  the 
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items  presently  included  in  the  incidental 
revenues  subclassihcation;  and  (6)  to  re¬ 
classify  two  of  the  items  presently  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  incidental  items  to  other 
functional  classifications. 

The  principal  features  of  the  proposed 
amendments  are  described  in  the  at¬ 
tached  Explanatory  Statement  and  the 
proposed  amendments  are  set  forth  in 
the  proposed  rule.  The  amendments  are 
propos^  under  the  authority  of  secs.  204 
(a)  and  407  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  (72  Stat.  743,  766 
(49U.S.C.  1324,  1377).) 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  prop>osed  rule  making  through  sub¬ 
mission  of  twelve  (12)  copies  of  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  pertaining 
thereto,  addressed  to  the  Docket  Sec¬ 
tion,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20428.  All  relevant  material  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  October  5,  1973,  will 
be  considered  by  the  Board  before  taking 
final  action  on  the  proposed  rule.  Copies 
of  such  communications  w’ill  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
in  the  Docket  Section  of  the  Board,  Room 
712,  Universal  Building,  1825  Coimecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  upon  re¬ 
ceipt  thereof. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal!  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

Explanatory  Statement 

Under  the  Uniform  System  of  Accounts 
and  Reports,  all  revenue  and  expenses 
directly  related  to  the  performance  of 
services  which  grow  from,  and  are  inci¬ 
dental  to,  the  air  transportation  services 
performed  by  the  air  carrier  (other  than 
those  related  revenues  and  expenses 
whose  magnitude  or  scope  is  too  sub¬ 
stantial  to  be  treated  as  “incidental”  ad¬ 
juncts  to  air  transportation  services)  are 
presently  recorded  in  subclassification 
“4600  Incidental  Revenues — Net”  and 
reptorted  as  a  single-line  item  on  the  in¬ 
come  statement  of  CAB  Form  41  under 
the  broad  functional  classification  “Non- 
transjKirt  revenues.” 

The  incidental  revenues  subclassifica¬ 
tion  includes  accounts  for  the  revenues 
and  related  expenses  from  hotel,  restau¬ 
rant,  and  food  services;  rents;  limou¬ 
sine  services;  interchange  sales;  gen¬ 
eral  service  sales;  and  air  cargo  services. 
Also,  the  incidental  accounts  include, 
but  do  not  separately  disclose,  items 
which  are  becoming  increasingly  im¬ 
portant  to  air  carrier  operations,  such 
as  mutual  aid,  in-fiight  liquor  sales,  and 
substitute  services. 

We  are  of  the  tentative  view  that  the 
present  accounting  and  reporting  of 
these  incidental  items  should  changed, 
for  at  least  three  reasons.  First,  netting 
these  incidental  revenues  and  expenses 
may  distort  the  presentation  of  air  car¬ 
rier  operating  results  in  reports  to  the 
Board.  Second,  some  of  the  items  in¬ 


cluded  in  the  incidental  accounts  may 
require  greater  disclosure.  Third,  we  are 
concerned  that  the  present  classification 
of  these  revenues  as  “nontransport” 
tends  to  become  confused  with  the  clas¬ 
sification  “8100  Nonoi>erating  Income 
amd  Exp>ense — Net,”  as  well  as  wdth  the 
nonoperating  objective  account  “86  In¬ 
come  from  Nontransport  Ventures.” 

As  an  example  of  the  distortion  re¬ 
sulting  from  netting  incidental  revenues 
and  expenses,  in  1972  gross  incidental 
revenues  and  exisenses  for  trimks  and 
Pan  Am  domestic  operations  were  $309,- 
282,813  and  $241,330,232,  respectively. 
Yet,  these  revenues  and  expanses  were 
reported  to  the  Board  as  a  net 
amount,  $67,952,581,  classified  as  non¬ 
transport  operating  revenues.  Thus,  air 
carrier  operating  revenues  and  expenses 
were  both  understated  by  $241,330,232. 
Although  this  imderstatement  does  not 
affect  net  income,  it  does  distort  any 
comparisons  of  revenues  and  expanses 
and  any  ratios  using  revenues  and 
expanses. 

An  example  of  the  need  for  greater  dis¬ 
closure  can  be  seen  by  examining  in¬ 
flight  liquor  sales.  Revenues  and  ex¬ 
panses  from  in-flight  liquor  sales  are 
presently  included  in  profit  and  loss  ac¬ 
count  10  “Hotel,  restaurant  and  food 
service,”  and  are  presented  on  CAB 
Form  41  as  revenues  net  of  expenses,  in 
the  “Incidental  revenues  (net)”  cate¬ 
gory.  In  the  absence  of  fuller  disclosure 
on  this  item,  the  Board  is  therefore  un¬ 
able  to  make  any  determination  as  to 
the  particular  effect  of  in-flight  liquor 
sales  on  carrier  operations,  as  we  would 
be  able  to  if  the  proposed  revisions  were 
adopted,  requiring;  disclosure  of  reve¬ 
nues  and  expenses  from  in-flight  liquor 
sales  in  profit  and  loss  accoimt  09,  with 
a  detailed  breakdown  on  schedule  P-4 
of  Form  41,  and  separate  presentation  of 
incidental  revenues  and  expienses  on 
CAB  Form  41. 

We  are,  therefore,  proposing  to  revise 
the  accounting  and  rep>orting  for  inci¬ 
dental  revenues:  (1)  To  provide  for 
gross  rep>orting  of  all  revenues  and  ex¬ 
penses,  (2)  to  change  the  name  of  the 
present  functional  classification  “4900 
Nontransport  Revenues”  to  “4900 
Transp>ort-Related  Revenues,”  (3)  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  new  functional  expense  classi¬ 
fication  “7100  Transpiort-Related  Ex¬ 
penses,”  (4)  to  eliminate  the  present 
subclassifications  “4100  Federal  Sub¬ 
sidy”  and  “4600  Incidental  Revenues — 
Net,”  and  (5)  to  provide  fuller  disclo¬ 
sure  of  some  of  the  revenues  and  ex- 
pienses  presently  included  in  the  inci¬ 
dental  revenues  subclassification. 

We  are  also  taking  this  occasion  to 
propose  a  reclassification  of  two  items 
presently  included  in  the  Incidental  cate¬ 
gory:  (1)  “Foreign  exchange  fluctuation 
adjustments,"  which  is  a  clearing  ac¬ 
count  for  gains  and  losses  from  transac¬ 
tions  involving  currency  conversions  re¬ 
sulting  from  normal,  routine,  day-to-day 


fluctuations  in  rates  of  foreign  exchange, 
would  be  reclassified  to  the  general  and 
administrative  function;  and  (2)  “ho¬ 
tels”  would  be  reclassified  to  the  nonop¬ 
erating  income  and  expense  fimction,  on 
the  ground  that  hotels  do  not  involve 
services  which  are  performed  as  an  in¬ 
cidental  adjunct  to  air  transportation 
services  and  which  provide  improved  uti¬ 
lization  of  plant  and  organization  re¬ 
quired  for  the  performance  of  air  trans¬ 
portation  services. 

In  order  to  afford  the  carriers  sufiB- 
cient  lead  time  in  which  to  accommodate 
the  foregoing  changes,  we  contemplate 
concluding  this  rulemaking  proceeding 
as  expeditiously  as  possible,  so  that  any 
proposed  changes  which  we  make  final 
may  be  made  effective  commencing  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1974,  at  which  time  all  accounts 
and  reports  would  reflect  the  proposed 
changes. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  241  of  the 
Economic  Regulations  (14  CTR  Part 
241)  as  follow's: 

1.  Amend  the  Table  of  Contents  of  the 
Uniform  System  of  Accounts  and  Re¬ 
ports  so  that  the  table  in  pertinent  part 
reads: 

Sec. 

*  *  •  •  • 

11  Functional  CHassiflcatlon — Operating  Ex¬ 

penses  of  Group  H  and  Group  III  Air 

Carriers. 

12  Objective  Classification — Operating  Re¬ 

venues  and  Expenses. 

13  [Reserved] 

*  •  *  •  • 

2.  Amend  Section  1 — Introduction  to 
System  of  Accounts  and  Reports,  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  sec. 
1-6  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  1—6  Arrounting  entities. 

(a)  Separate  accounting  records  shall 
be  maintained  for  each  air  transport 
entity  for  which  separate  reports  to  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  ^ard  are  required  to 
be  made  by  sections  21  (i)  or  31(h),  as 
applicable,  and  for  each  separate  cor- 
ixirate  or  organizational  division  of  the 
air  carrier.  For  purposes  of  this  Uniform 
System  of  Accounts  and  Reports,  each 
nontransport  entity  conducting  an 
activity  which  is  not  incidental  to  the 
air  carrier’s  transport  activities  and  each 
transport-related  activity  or  group  of 
activities  qualifying  as  a  nontransport 
venture  pursuant  to  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section,  whether  or  not  formally  or¬ 
ganized  within  a  distinct  organizational 
imit,  shall  be  treated  as  a  separately  op¬ 
erated  organizational  division. 

(b)  As  a  general  rule,  any  activity  or 
group  of  activities  comprising  a  trans¬ 
port-related  service  provided  for  in 
transport-related  revenue  and  expense 
accounts  09  through  18  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  a  separate  ncmtransport  venture 
under  circumstances  in  which  either: 
(DA  Separate  corporate  or  legal  entity 
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has  been  established  to  perform  such 
services,  (2)  the  aggregate  anniial  rev¬ 
enue  rate,  as  determined  In  section  2- 
1  (d) .  during  either  of  the  prior  two  years 
exceeds  the  greater  of  $1  million  per 
annum  or  one  percent  of  the  air  car¬ 
rier’s  total  annual  transport  revenues, 
or  (3)  the  aggregate  annual  expense 
rate,  as  determined  In  section  2-1  (d), 
during  either  of  the  prior  two  years  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  greater  of  $1  million  or  one 
percent  of  the  carrier’s  total  annual  op¬ 
erating  expenses:  Provided,  That  rev¬ 
enues  and  expenses  from  in-flight  sales, 
section  406  subsidy,  interchange  sales 
and  mutiial  aid  assistance  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  related  to  air  transportation  and 
accounted  for  accordingly,  regardless  of 
the  revenue  or  expense  standard  set  forth 
above. 

•  *  *  *  •  ■ 

3.  Amend  Section  2 — General  Account¬ 
ing  Policies,  by  revising  paragraphs  (c) 
and  (d)  of  sec.  2-1  to  read  as  follows: 

•  •  •  *  * 

(c)  For  purposes  of  this  section,  Invest¬ 
ments  by  the  air  carrier  in  resources  or 
facilities  used  in  common  by  the  regu¬ 
lated  air  carrier  activity  and  those  trans¬ 
port-related  revenue  services  defined  as 
separate  nontransport  ventures  \mder 
section  1-6 (b)  shall  not  be  allocated  be¬ 
tween  such  entities  but  shall  be  reflected 
in  total  in  the  appropriate  accounts  of 
the  entity  which  predominantly  uses  the 
facility  or  resource.  Where  the  entity  of 
predominate  use  is  a  nontransport  ven¬ 
ture,  the  air  carrier  shall  reflect  the  in¬ 
vestment  in  account  1520,  Advances  to 
Nontransport  Divisions. 

(d)  For  purposes  of  this  Uniform  Sys¬ 
tem  of  Accounts  and  Reports,  all  reve¬ 
nues  shall  be  assigned  to  or  apportioned 
between  accoimting  entities  on  bases 
which  will  fully  recognize  the  services 
provided  by  each  entity,  and  expenses,  or 
costs,  shall  be  apportioned  between  ac¬ 
coimting  entities  on  such  bases  as  will  re¬ 
sult:  (1)  With  respect  to  transport-re¬ 
lated  services,  in  the  assignment  thereto 
of  proportionate  direct  overheads,  as  well 
as  direct  labor  and  materials,  of  the  ap¬ 
plicable  expense  functions  prescribed  by 
this  system  of  accounts  and  reports,  and 
(2)  with  respect  to  separate  ventures,  in 
the  assignment  thereto  of  proportional 
general  and  administrative  overheads  as 
well  as  the  direct  overheads,  labor,  and 
materials. 

•  «  #  *  « 

4.  Amend  Section  7 — Chart  of  Profit 
and  Loss  Accounts,  the  amended  chart  to 
read  in  pertinent  part  as  follows: 

*  PROFIT  AND  LOSS  CLASSIFICATIONS 

Section  7 — Chart  o'  Profit  and  Loss 
Accounts 


Objective  claasiflcatlon  of  profit  and  loss  elements 

Functional  or  financial  activity  to  which  applicable  (00) 

Group  I  carriers 

Group  II  carriers 

Group  III  carriers 

OPEBATINQ  BKTKNUE9  AND  EXPENSES 

Transport  revenues: 

01  Passenger 

.  31,32 . 

31.32 . -  -- 

31,32. 

31,32. 

31  .32. 

.  31.32 . 

21,32.  _ 

02  United  States  mall. 

02./  Priority . . . 

.  31,32 . 

.31,. 22 _ 

02.3  Nonprfority.... . . .............. 

.  31,32 . 

.  31,32 . 

3i;32 . 

31.32 . -  . 

31,32. 

31,32. 

31  32. 

00  Property 

.  31,32 . . 

31,. 32 _ 

00.3  Freight . . . . . . . 

.  31,32 . . 

31,32 . 

3i'.  32. 

07 


06S  Excess  passenger  baggage . . . .  31,33 . . .  31,32  -  31,32. 

Charter  and  special 

07./  Passenger... . . . . ..i...  32 _ _ 32. 

07.2  Property . . . . . . . 32 _ ............  32. 

Transport  related  revenues  and  expenses: 


..  32. 
..  32.. 


Section  lOOsubsldy.. . . . . 49. 

In-flight  sales 


49. 


Liquor  and  food— gross  revenues . . 49 

Movies  and  stereo— gross  revenues . 


Liquor  and  food— other  expense . . 71 


09.1 
m.t 
09.3 
09.4 
0i».5 
09.3 

09.7  Movies  and  stereo — other  expense. 

09.8  Other— depreciation  expense . 

09.9  Other— expense... . . .... 

Restaiuant  and  food  service  (Ground) 

10.1  Gross  revenues . . . 

10.3  Ilepreclation  expense . . 

10.3  Other  expenses . 

Kents 

11.1  Gross  revenues . . . 

11.3  Depreciation  expense..... . 

11.3  Other  expenses . . . 

Limousine  service 

12.1  Gross  revenues . 

12.3  1  >epreciation  expense . 

12.3  Other  expenses . 

Interchange  .Sales 

13./  A.ssociated  companies— gross  revel 

13.3  Outside- gross  revenues . 

13.3  Associated  companies— depreclatii 

13.4  A.ssociated  companies— other  expe 

13.5  Outside — depreciation  expense _ 

13.8 

General  service  sales 

14.1  Associated  com| 

14.3  Outside-gross  re 

14.3  Associated  comp 

14.4  A.ssociated  comt 

14.5  Outsidc-depreci 

14.8  Outside-other  e: 

Mutual  aid 

18.1  Receipts.. . 


- 49. 

_ 49. 


r  expense. 


Substitute  (replacement)  service 

16.1  Gross  revenues . . . 

16.3  Expense . 

Air  cargo  service 

17./  Gro^  revenues . 


17.3  Other  expense . 

Other  transport  related  items 
18./  Gross  revenues . 

18.3  Depreciation  expense _ 

18.3  Other  exix'nse . 


.  49. 

.  .  _ 49 

_  40. 

.  71. 

_ 71. 

— 71. 

.  71. 

. 71. 

_  .  .  71 

.  71. 

. 71. 

.  71. 

_ 71 

_  71 

.  71. 

. 71. 

. . .  71. 

.  71. 

. 71. 

..  49. 

- 49. 

.  71. 

. 71. 

..  71. 

. 71. 

. 71. 

.  49. 

. 49. 

71. 

_  71 

.  .  71. 

-  71. 

. 71. 

. 71. 

.  49. 

. 49. 

. 49. 

.  71. 

. 71. 

_  ...  71. 

.  71. 

. 71. 

.  - _  71 

.  49. 

. 49. 

. 49. 

.  49. 

. 49. 

. 49. 

..  71. 

. 71. 

.  71. 

. 71. 

71. 

.  71. 

.  .  71 

_  .  71. 

.  71. 

. 73. 

. 71. 

.  49. 

. 49. 

. 49. 

.  49. 

. 49. 

_  49. 

.  71. 

. 71. 

. 71. 

.  71. 

. 71. 

. 71. 

.  71. 

. 71. 

. 71, 

.  71. 

.  71. 

. 71. 

.  49. 

. 49. 

. 49. 

.  71. 

.  71. 

. 71. 

.  49. 

. 49. 

. 49. 

.  71. 

. 71. 

. 71. 

49. 

. 49. 

. 49. 

71. 

. 71. 

. 71. 

71. 

. 71. 

. 71. 

49. 

_ 49. 

_ 49. 

.  71. 

. 71. 

_ 71. 

71. 

. 71. 

. 71. 

Transport  expenses: 

21  General  management  personnel 


63,69 .  63,85,64,67,68. 


63,56,61,62,63,65, 

66,68 

23  Pilots  and  copilots . . . 61 . 61 . .  61. 

24  Other  flight  personnel . . . . . 81,69 _ _ _ 81,86 _ ... _ ....  61,66. 

26  .Maintenance  labor 

28./  Labor-airframes . t _ .'. _ _ _ 62 . . . .  82. 

28.3  Labor-aircraft  engines _ _ _ _ .......  . . . ....  82 - ..........  62. 

26.3  Labor-other  flight  equipment _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  62 - ... _ ....  62. 

26.8  Labor-flight  equipment . . . 62 . . . . . 

28.9  Labor-ground  property  and  equipment .  82,63 .  62,63 - ..........  62,53. 


78.9  General  ground  property . 70. 

76  Foreign  exchange  Auction  adjustments . 68. 

77  Uncleared  expense  credits 


I _ 61 
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5.  Amend  Section  8 — General,  by 
changing  paragraphs  (d)  (1)  and  (d)  (2) 
to  read: 

(d)  *  •  • 

(1)  Operating  Revenxtes. — (i)  This  pri¬ 
mary  classification  shall  include  reve¬ 
nues  of  a  character  usually  and  ordi¬ 
narily  derived  from  the  performance  of 
air  transportation  and  air  transporta- 
tion-relaW  services,  which  relate  to 
services  performed  during  the  current 
accounting  year,  and  adjustments  of  a 
recurrent  nature  applicable  to  services 
performed  in  prior  accounting  years. 
(See  section  2-7.) 

(ii)  Operating  revenues  shall  be  sub¬ 
classified  in  terms  of  functional  activities 
as  provided  in  section  9. 

(2)  Operating  Expenses. — (i)  This  pri¬ 
mary  classification  shall  include  ex¬ 
penses  of  a  character  usually  and  ordi¬ 
narily  incurred  in  the  performance  of  air 
transportation  and  air  transportation- 
related  services,  which  relate  to  services 
performed  during  the  current  accounting 
year,  and  adjustments  of  a  recurring  na¬ 
ture  attributable  to  services  performed 
in  prior  accounting  years.  (See  section 
2-7.) 

(ii)  Operating  expenses  shall  be  sub¬ 
classified  in  terms  of  functional  activi¬ 
ties  as  provided  in  sections  10  and  11. 

«  •  *  •  * 

6.  Amend  Section  9 — Pimctional  Clas¬ 
sification-Operating  Revenues,  by  revis¬ 
ing  Function  4900  to  read : 

4900  Transport-Related  Revenues. 

This  classification  is  prescribed  for  all 
air  carrier  groups  and  shall  include  all 
revenues  from  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  as  direct  grants  or  aids  for  provid¬ 
ing  air  transportation  facilities  and  all 
revenues  from  services  which  grow  from 
and  are  incidental  to  the  air  transporta¬ 
tion  services  performed  by  the  air 
carrier. 

Revenues  related  to  services  of  a 
magnitude  or  scope  beyond  an  incidental 
adjunct  to  air  transportation  services 
shall  not  be  included  in  this  classifica¬ 
tion  (see  section  l-6(b) ) .  Revenues  ap- 
pUcable  to  such  services  shall  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  profit  and  loss  classification 
8100,  Nonoperating  Income  and  Ex¬ 
pense — Net,  and  the  accounting  modified 
to  conform  with  that  of  a  nontransport 
division  whether  or  not  the  service  is 
organized  as  a  nontransport  division. 

7.  Amend  Section  10 — Functional  Clas¬ 
sification-Operating  Expenses  of  Group 
I  Air  Carriers,  and  Section  11 — Func¬ 
tional  Classification-Operating  Expenses 
of  Group  II  and  Group  in  Air  Carriers, 
by  adding  to  each  such  section  a  new 
function  7100,  to  follow  function  7000  in 
each  such  section,  the  new  function  to 
read  as  follows : 

7100  Transport-Related  Expenses. 

This  function  shall  include  all  exF>ense 
items  ac^licable  to  the  generation  of 
transport-related  revenues  included  in 
section  9,  Functicm  4900. 

Such  expense  related  to  services  of  a 
magnitude  or  scope  beyond  an  incidental 


adjunct  to  air  transportation  services 
shall  not  be  included  in  this  ftmction  (see 
secti(m  1-6  (b)).  Exp>enses  applicable  to 
the  generation  of  such  revenues  shall  be 
included  in  profit  and  loss  classification 
8100,  Nonoperating  Income  and  Ex¬ 
pense — Net,  and  the  accoimting  modified 
to  conform  with  that  of  a  nontransport 
division  whether  or  not  the  service  is 
organized  as  a  nontransptort  division. 

This  function  shall  also  include  ex¬ 
penses  representing  increases  in  costs 
incurred  in  common  with  the  air  trans¬ 
port  service,  to  the  extent  such  increases 
result  from  the  added  transport-related 
services,  as  well  as  a  pro  rata  share  of 
the  costs  incurred  by  the  air  carrier  in 
operating  facilities  which  are  used 
jointly  with  others.  As  a  general  rule,  this 
fimction  shall  not  include  those  expenses, 
other  than  joint  facilities  costs,  which 
would  remain  as  an  essential  part  of  the 
air  transport  services  if  the  transport- 
related  services  were  terminated. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
sections  22(d)  and  32(d),  as  applicable, 
each  air  carrier  shall  file  with  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  a  statement  of  ac¬ 
counting  procedures  setting  forth 
methods  used  in  assigning  or  prorating 
expenses  between  transport-related  serv¬ 
ices  and  transport  operations. 

8.  Amend  S^tion  12 — Objective  Clas¬ 
sification-Operating  Revenues,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

A.  By  revising  the  section  heading  to 
read: 

Section  12 — Objective  Classification* 
Operating  Revenues  and  Expenses 

B.  By  revising  account  00  to  read : 

00  General  Instructions. 

(a)  Basic  objective  accounts,  applica¬ 
ble  to  all  air  carrier  groups,  are  estab¬ 
lished  for  recording  all  revenue  and  ex¬ 
pense  elements.  These  basic  accounts  are 
in  certain  areas  subdivided  to  provide 
greater  detail  for  indicated  air  carrier 
groups. 

(b)  Each  air  carrier  shall  credit  the 
gross  revenues  accruing  from  services 
ordinarily  associated  with  air  transpor¬ 
tation  and  transportation-related  serv¬ 
ices  to  the  appropriate  account  estab¬ 
lished  for  each  revenue  source.  Expenses 
incident  to  transport  and  transport- 
related  services  shall  be  charged  to  the 
accounts  established  in  this  section  in 
accordance  with  the  objectives  served  by 
each  expenditure.  However,  direct  costs 
of  forwarding  traffic  as  a  result  of  inter¬ 
rupted  trips,  and  refunds  of  sales,  shall 
be  charged  to  the  applicable  revenue 
account. 

(c)  To  the  end  that  the  integrity 
of  the  prescribed  objective  accounts 
shall  not  be  imparled,  each  air  carrier 
shall:  (1)  Charge  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
count  prescribed  for  each  service  pur¬ 
chased  or  expense  element  incurred  ex¬ 
pressly  for  the  benefit  of  the  air  carrier 
regardless  of  whether  incurred  directly 
by  the  air  carrier  or  through  an  agent 
or  other  intermediary,  and  (2)  except  as 
provided  in  objective  account  77,  Un¬ 
cleared  Expense  Credits,  credit  or  charge, 
as  appropriate,  the  account  prescribed 
for  each  expense  element  which  may  be 


Involved  in  distributions  of  expenses  be¬ 
tween  (i)  separate  operating  entities  of 
the  air  carrier,  (ii)  transport-related 
services  and  transport  services,  or  trans¬ 
port  functions,  (ill)  balance  sheet  and 
profit  and  loss  elements,  and  (iv)  the  air 
carrier  and  others,  when  the  expenses 
are  incurred  initially  by  or  for  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  the  air  carrier.  At  the  option  of  the 
air  carrier,  standard  rates  applicable  to 
each  objective  accoimt  comprising  a  par¬ 
ticular  pool  of  expenses  subject  to  assign¬ 
ment  between  two  or  more  activities,  may 
be  established  for  proration  purposes, 
provided  the  rates  established  are  predi¬ 
cated  upon  the  exi>erience  of  the  air  car¬ 
rier  and  are  reviewed  and  modified  as 
appropriate  at  least  once  each  year. 

C.  By  inserting  the  following  subhead¬ 
ing  between  accounts  00  and  01 : 

Transport  Revenues 

D.  By  revising  paragraph  (b)  of  ac¬ 
count  07,  Charter  and  Special,  to  read: 

07  Charter  and  Special. 

•  •  •  •  « 

(b)  This  account  shall  not  include 
revenues  or  fees  received  from  other  air 
carriers  for  flight  facilities  furnished  or 
operated  by  the  accoimting  air  carrier 
where  the  remuneration  paid  by  the 
party  receiving  transportation  accrues 
directly  to,  and  the  responsibility  for  pro¬ 
viding  transportation  is  that  of  other 
air  carriers.  Such  revenues  and  related 
expenses  shall  be  included  in  profit  and 
loss  accounts  11,  Rents;  13,  Interchange 
Sales;  or  18,  Other  Transport-Related 
Revenues  an(i  Expenses. 

•  0  •  «  • 

E.  By  inserting  the  following  subhead¬ 
ing  before  accoimt  08,  Section  406  Sub¬ 
sidy: 

Transport-Related  Revenues  and 
Expenses 

F.  By  deleting  account  09,  Foreign  Ex¬ 
change  Fluctuations  Adjustments,  and 
inserting  the  following  account: 

09  In-Flight  Sales. 

(a)  Record  here  revenues  from  and 
expenses  related  to  transport-related 
services  performed  while  in  flight. 

(b)  This  account  shall  be  subdivided 
as  follows  by  all  air  carrier  groups: 

09.1  Liquor  and  food — gross  revenues. 

09.2  Movies  and  stereo— gross  revenues. 

09.3  Other — gross  revenues. 

09.4  Liquor  and  food— depreciation  expense. 
09.6  Liquor  and  food— other  expense. 

09.6  Movies  and  stereo— depreciation  ex¬ 
pense. 

09.7  Movies  and  stereo— other  expense. 

09.8  Other— depreciation  expense. 

09.9  Other — expense. 

G.  By  revising  account  10,  Hotel,  Res¬ 
taurant  and  Food  Service,  to  read: 

10  Restaurant  and  F€>od  Service 
(Ground). 

(a)  Record  here  revenues  from  and 
expenses  related  to  the  operation  of  res¬ 
taurants  and  similar  facilities,  and  from 
sales  of  food.  (See  section  12-51.) 

(b)  This  account  shall  be  subdivided 
as  follows  by  all  air  carrier  groups : 
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10.1  Grofis  revenues. 

lO.a  Depreciation  expense. 

10.3  Other  expense. 

H.  By  revising  the  caption  and  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (c)  of  account  13,  Inter¬ 
change  Sales — Associated  Companies, 
the  revised  account  13  to  read,  in  part: 

13  Interchange  Sales. 

(a)  Record  here  the  revenues  or  fees 
from  and  the  expenses  related  to  services 
provided  associated  companies  and  other 
than  associated  companies  by  the  air 
carrier  under  aircraft  interchange  agree¬ 
ments.  This  account  shall  be  charged 
and  the  applicable  operating  expense  ob¬ 
jective  accounts  shall  be  credited,  except 
as  provided  in  operating  expense  ob¬ 
jective  account  77,  Uncleared  Expense 
Credits,  with  the  expenses  attaching  to 
services  provided  all  companies  under 
aircraft  interchange  agreements. 

•  *  •  *  * 

(c)  This  account  shall  be  subdivided 
as  foUows  by  all  air  carrier  groups: 

13.1  Associated  companies — gross  revenues. 

13.2  Outside— gross  revenues. 

13.3  Associated  companies — depreciation 

expense. 

13.4  Associated  companies — other  expense. 
13.6  Outside — depreciation  expense. 

13.6  Outside— other  expense. 

I.  By  revising  account  14,  General 
Service  Sales — Associated  Companies, 
the  revised  account  14  to  read : 

14  General  Service  Sales. 

(a)  Record  here  the  revenues,  com- 
misions  or  fees  from  and  expenses  re¬ 
lated  to  other  than  air  transportation 
and  sdrcraft  interchange  services  pro¬ 
vided  to  associated  and  outside  com¬ 
panies  by  the  air  carrier.  This  account 
shall  Include  the  contractual  fees  or 
other  revenues  from  and  expenses  re¬ 
lated  to  services  provided  to  associated 
and  other  companies  in  the  operation 
of  facilities  which  are  used  jointly  with 
associated  and  other  companies  as  well 
as  revenues  from  and  the  costs  related  to 
the  sale  of  supplies,  parts  and  repairs  sold 
directly  or  furnish^  as  a  part  of  serv¬ 
ices  to  associated  and  other  companies. 

(b)  This  account  shall  not  include 
consideration  received  from  sales  of 
property,  equipment,  materials  or  sup¬ 
plies  when  disposed  of  as  a  part  of  a 
program  involving  retirement  of  property 
and  equipment  as  opposed  to  routine 
sales  and  services  to  associated  and  other 
companies  unless  such  disposition  is 
conducted  as  a  normal  part  of  the  inci¬ 
dental  sales  activity.  Such  retirement 
gain  or  loss  shall  be  included  in  capital 
gains  and  losses  accounts.  Maintenance 
parts,  materials  or  supplies  sold  as  a 
service  to  others  shall  be  charged  to  this 
account  at  cost  without  adjustment 
of  related  obsolescense  or  depreciation 
reserves. 

(c)  This  account  shall  be  subdivided 
as  follows  by  all  air  carrier  groups : 

14.1  Associated  companies — gross  revenues. 

14.2  Outside — gross  revenues. 

14.3  Associated  companies — depreciation 

expense. 


14.4  Associated  oompanles— other  expense. 

14.5  Outside — depreciation  expense. 

14.6  Outside— other  expense. 

J.  By  deleting  account  15,  Interchange 
Sales — Outside  and  inserting  the  fol¬ 
lowing  account: 

15  Mutual  Aid. 

(a)  Record  here  the  receipts  and  pay¬ 
ments  under  agreements  with  other  air 
carters  providing  for  mutual  financial 
assistance  in  the  case  of  work  stoppages. 
Gross  amounts  shall  be  recorded. 

(b)  This  account  shall  be  subdivided 
as  follows  by  all  air  carriers: 

15.1  Receipts. 

15.2  Payments. 

K.  By  deleting  account  16,  General 
Service  Sales — Outside,  and  inserting  the 
following  account: 

16  Substitute  (replacement)  Service. 

(a)  Record  here  revenues  from  and 
exiienses  related  to  substitute  service. 
This  account  shall  include  as  revenues 
all  monies  received  from  substitute  car¬ 
riers  and  as  expense  all  monies  paid  to 
substitute  carriers. 

(b)  This  accoimt  shall  be  subdivided 
as  follows  by  all  air  carrier  groups: 

16.1  Gross  revenues. 

16.2  Expense. 

L.  By  revising  the  caption  and  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  account  18,  Other 
Incidental  Revenues,  the  revised  account 
18  to  read,  in  part: 

18  Other  Transport-Related  Revenues 
and  Expenses. 

(a)  Record  here  revenues  from  and 
expenses  related  to  transport-related 
services  not  provided  for  in  profit  and 
loss  accounts  10  through  17,  inclusive, 
such  as  revenues  and  expenses  incident 
to  the  operation  of  flight  facilities  by  the 
accounting  air  carrier,  except  those  op¬ 
erated  imder  aircraft  interchange  agree¬ 
ments,  where  the  remuneration  paid  by 
the  party  receiving  transportation  ac¬ 
crues  directly  to,  and  the  responsibility 
for  providing  transportaticm  is  that  of, 
other  air  carriers;  and  the  revenues  and 
expenses  incident  to  vending  machines, 
parcel  rooms,  storage  facilities,  etc. 

(b)  [Reserved] 

«  «  •  «  • 

9.  Amend  Section  13 — Objective  Clas¬ 
sification — Operating  Expenses,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

A.  By  deleting  the  section  heading  and 
inserting  the  following  subheading  after 
Section  12,  account  19: 

TRANSPORT  EXPENSES 

B.  By  deleting  accoimt  00,  General  In¬ 
structions. 

C.  By  revising  account  51,  Passenger 
Food  Expense,  to  read: 

51  Passenger  Food  Expense. 

(a)  Record  here  the  cost  of  food  and 
refreshments  served  passengers '  except 
food  costs  arising  from  interrupted  trips. 

(b)  If  the  air  carrier  prepares  Its  own 
food,  the  initial  cost  and  expenses  in¬ 


curred  in  the  preparation  thereof  shall  be 
accumulated  in  a  clearly  identified  clear¬ 
ing  account  through  which  the  cost  of 
food  shall  be  cleared  to  this  account,  to 
profit  and  loss  account  36,  Personnel  Ex¬ 
penses,  and  to  profit  and  loss  account  10, 
Restaurant  and  Food  Service  (Ground), 
on  bases  which  appropriately  allocate  the 
cost  of  food  served  passengers,  the  cost  of 
food  provided  employees  without  charge 
and  the  cost  of  food  sold. 

D.  By  inserting  a  new  account  76,  For¬ 
eign  Exchange  Fluctuation  Adjustments, 
between  accounts  75  and  77,  as  follows; 

•  *  *  »  » 

75  Deprerialion. 
***** 

76  Foreign  Exchange  Fluctuation  .Ad¬ 
justments. 

Record  here  gains  or  losses  from  trans¬ 
actions  involving  currency  conversions 
resulting  from  normal,  routine,  day-to- 
day  fiuctuations  in  rates  of  foreign  ex¬ 
change  in  accordance  with  provisions  of 
section  2-3,  Gains  or  losses  of  a  nonrou¬ 
tine  abnormal  character  shall  not  be 
entered  in  this  account  but  in  a  profit  and 
loss  account  85,  Foreign  Exchange  Ad¬ 
justments. 

77  Uncleared  Expense  Credits. 

*  *  *  «  « 

E,  By  inserting,  following  the  entire 
text  of  section  12,  as  herein  revised,  a 
caption  indicating  that  section  13  has 
been  deleted  and  reserved,  as  follows: 

Section  13  {Reserved] 

10.  Amend  Section  22 — General  Re¬ 
porting  Instructions,  as  follows: 

A.  By  revising  paragraph  (a),  in  per¬ 
tinent  part,  to  read: 


***** 

Schedule  Schedule  title  Filin); 

No.  frequency 

•  •  •  •  • 

P-4 . Tran.<!port-Relalcd  Revenues  Do. 


and  Exmnses;  Explanation  of 
Special  Items;  Explanation  of 
Deferred  Federal  Income  Tax 
Adjustments,  Dividends  De¬ 
clared  and  Retained  Earnings 
Adjustments. 


B.  By  revising  paragraph  (d)  (10)  to 
read: 

(d)  *  *  * 

•  •  «  •  • 

(10)  Procedures  for  assigning  or  pro¬ 
rating  expenses  between  transport-re¬ 
lated  services  and  transport  operations, 
as  prescribed  by  section  10-7100  or  11- 
7100. 

***** 

11.  Amend  Section  24 — Profit  and  Loss 
Elements,  by  revising  paragraphs  (a) 
through  (e)  of  the  Schedule  P-4  section, 
to  read  as  follows: 

***** 
Schedule  P-4 — Transport-Related  Rev¬ 
enues  and  Expenses;  Explanation  of 
Special  Items;  Explanation  of  Deferred 
Federal  Income  Tax  Adjustments, 
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Dividends  Declared  and  Retained 

Earnings  Adjustments 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
route  air  carriers. 

(b>  Separate  sets  of  this  schedule  shall 
be  filed  for  each  separate  operating  en¬ 
tity  of  the  air  carrier. 

(c)  Transportation-related  operations 
shall  be  reported  in  this  schedule  in  con¬ 
formance  with  instructions  in  section  &- 
4900,  Transport-Related  Revenues,  and 
sections  10-7100  and  11-7100,  Transport- 
Related  Expenses. 

(d)  [Reserved! . 

(e)  The  totals  of  transport-related 
gross  revenues  and  grross  expenses  re¬ 
ported  in  this  schedule  shall  agree  with 
the  corresponding  amounts  reported  for 
classifications  4900  and  7100  on  Schedule 
P-1. 

•  •  *  •  • 

12.  Amend  Section  32 — General  Re¬ 
porting  Instructions,  as  follows: 

A.  By  revising  paragraph  (a) ,  in  per¬ 
tinent  part,  to  read: 


Schedule  Schedule  title  Filing 

No.  frequency 


P-3.1 . Transport  Revenues .  Do. 

P-1 . Transport-Related  Revenues  Do. 

and  Expenses;  Explanation  of 
Special  Items;  Explanation  of 
Deferred  Federal  Income  Tax 
Adjustments,  Dividends  De¬ 
clared  and  Retained  Earnings 
Adjustments. 


B.  By  revising  paragraph  (d)  (9)  to 
read: 

(d)  *  *  * 

«  *  *  *  • 

(9)  Procedures  for  assigning  or  pro¬ 
rating  expenses  between  transport  opera¬ 
tions  and  transport-related  operations, 
as  prescribed  by  section  10-7100  or 
11-7100. 

«  «  «  •  • 

13.  Amend  schedules  P-1.1,  P-1.2,  P-1 
(a) ,  and  P-2  (a)  of  Form  41  to  reflect  the 
foregoing  changes  in  accounting,  as 
shown  in  Exhibits  A,  B,  C  and  D  attached 
hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof.’ 

14.  Amend  schedule  P-4  of  Form  41  to 
provide  more  detailed  disclosure  of  trans- 
ptort-related  revenues  and  expenses,  as 
shown  in  Exhibit  E  attached  hereto  and 
made  a  part  hereof.’ 

[FR  Doc.73-18653  Plied  9-5-73;8:45  am) 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

[  12  CFR  Part  545  ] 

[No.  73-1152) 

FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN  SYSTEM 
Service  Corporations 

August  15,  1973. 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
considers  it  desirable  to  propose  an 
amendment  to  §  545.9-1  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  for  the  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  System  (12  CFR  545.9-1)  in  order 


>  FUed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


to  require  prior  Board  approval  for  cer¬ 
tain  investments  in  and  by  certain  service 
corporations  in  which  Federal  savings 
and  loan  associations  may  invest. 

Service  corporations  in  which  Federal 
associations  may  invest  are  commonly 
categorized  by  the  number  of  their  sav¬ 
ings  and  loan  association  stockholders. 
Type  “b-2”  service  corporations  are  those 
in  which  less  than  5  savings  and  loan 
associations  (including  any  Federal  as¬ 
sociation)  held  capital  stock  or  one  such 
association  holds  more  than  40  percent 
of  such  stock  (see  §  545.9-1  (b)  (3)  (ii)). 

The  Board  proposes  to  require  prior 
approval,  under  certain  conditions,  for 
any  investment  (1)  by  a  Federal  associa¬ 
tion  in  a  type  “b-2”  service  corporation 
or  in  a  corporation  which  will  become  a 
type  “b-2”  service  corporation  as  a  result 
of  such  investment,  and  (2)  by  a  type 
“b-2”  service  corporation  directly  or  in¬ 
directly  through  one  or  more  wholly- 
owned  subsidiaries  or  joint  ventures  of 
such  service  corporation.  Approval  would 
be  required  if  the  purpose  of  any  of  these 
investments  is  to  acquire  a  going  business 
for  an  amount  exceeding  the  fair  market 
value  of  the  tangible 'net  assets  attrib¬ 
utable  to  that  business  from  a  director 
or  officer  of  a  Federal  association  owning 
stock  in  such  service  corporation  or  from 
i.n  entity  in  which  a  director  or  officer  of 
a  Federal  association  has  a  direct  or 
indirect  beneficial  interest  or  is  a  direc¬ 
tor,  officer,  controlling  person,  partner 
or  trustee. 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board  hereby  proposes  to  amend 
§  545.9-l(b)  (3)  by  adding  a  new  subdi¬ 
vision  (iv)  thereto  to  read  as  set  forth 
below. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  and  arguments 
to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  101  Indiana 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20552, 
by  October  8,  1973,  as  to  whether  this 
proposal  should  be  adopted,  rejected,  or 
modified.  Written  material  submitted 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  above  address  imless  confidential 
treatment  is  requested  or  the  material 
would  not  be  made  available  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  or  otherwise  disclosed  under  §  505.6  of 
the  general  regulations  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  (12  CFR 
505.6). 

§  545.9—1  Serx  ice  corporations. 

•  •  •  «  * 

(b)  Other  service  corporations. — In  ad¬ 
dition  to  investment  in  a  service  corpo¬ 
ration  which  meets  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  a  Federal 
association  which  has  a  charter  in  the 
form  of  Charter  N  or  K  (rev.)  may  in¬ 
vest  in  the  capital  stock,  obligations,  or 
other  securities  of  any  service  corpora¬ 
tion  organized  under  the  laws  of  the 
State.  District,  Commonwealth,  territory, 
or  possession  in  which  the  home  office  of 
the  association  is  located  if: 

«  *  •  *  • 

(3)  The  following  limitations  are  com¬ 
plied  with: 

♦  •  •  •  • 

(iv)  In  the  case  of  a  service  corpora¬ 


tion  of  the  type  described  In  subdivision 
(ii)  of  this  subparagraph,  the  approval  of 
the  Board  is  required  for  any  investment 

(a)  By  a  Federal  association  in  such 
a  service  corporation  or  in  a  corporation 
which  will  become  such  a  service  corpo¬ 
ration  as  a  result  of  such  investment, 
and 

(b)  By  such  a  service  corporation  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly  through  one  or  more 
wholly-owned  subsidiaries  or  joint  ven¬ 
tures  of  such  service  corporation 

If  the  purpose  of  such  investment  is  to 
acquire  a  going  business  for  an  amount 
exceeding  the  fair  market  value  of  the 
tangible  net  assets  attributable  to  that 
business  from  a  director  or  officer  of  a 
Federal  association  which  owns  any  of 
the  capital  stock  of  such  a  service  corpo¬ 
ration  or  from  an  entity  in  which  a  direc¬ 
tor  or  officer  of  such  Federal  association 
has  a  direct  or  indirect  beneficial  inter¬ 
est  or  is  a  director,  officer,  controlling 
person,  partner  or  trustee, 

*  •  •  *  • 

(Sec.  5,  48  Stat.  132,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C. 
1464);  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  FR  4981, 
3  CFR,  1943-48  Comp.,  p.  1071.) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

Eugene  M.  Herrin, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18838  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[  46  CFR  Part  538  ] 

[General  Order  19;  Docket  No.  73-53] 

INCREASES  IN  CONTRACT  RATES 

Rules  Governing  Filing;  Enlargement  of 
Time  To  File  Comments 

Upon  request  of  counsel  for  Pacific 
Coast  European  Conferences,  and  good 
cause  appearing,  time  within  which  com¬ 
ments  shall  be  submitted  in  response  to 
the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  in 
this  proceeding  (38  FR  22495;  August  21, 
1973)  is  enlarged  to  and  including  Octo¬ 
ber  17,  1973.  Replies  of  Hearing  Counsel 
shall  be  submitted  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1973.  Answers  to  Hearing  Coim- 
sel’s  replies  shall  be  submitted  on  or 
before  November  12,  1973. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  C.  Polking, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18875  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 
[  49  CFR  Part  1057  ] 

[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-43  (Sub-No.  1)  ] 
MOTOR  CONTRACT  CARRIERS 
Lease  and  Interchange  of  Vehicles 
August  31, 1973. 

Notice  of  filing  of  petition  for  reopen¬ 
ing  and  modification  of  the  leasing  regu¬ 
lations,  or,  in  the  alternative,  for  the  in¬ 
stitution  of  a  rulemaking  proceeding, 
filed  August  2, 1973. 
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Petitioner:  Common  carrier  conference — 
Irregular  route. 

Petitioner's  representatives;  James  E.  Wil¬ 
son,  Jon  F.  Hollengreen,  1032  Pennsylvania 
Building,  Pennsylvania  Avenue  and  13th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004. 

Petitioner,  a  conference  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Trucking  Associations,  Inc.,  requests 
(1)  that  the  Commission  reopen  and 
modify  §  207.4(a)  (3)  of  the  leasing  regu¬ 
lations  (49  CFR  1057.4(a)(3))  to  pre¬ 
clude  the  trip  leasing  of  equipment  with 
driver  to  regulated  carriers,  following 
movements  by  motor  contract  carriers  for 
shipper  affiliates,  or  (2)  in  the  alterna¬ 
tive,  that  the  Commissicm  institute  a 
rulemaking  proceeding  to  accomplish  the 
same  purpose.  The  Conference  takes  the 
position  that  in  order  to  maintain  the 
balance  between  private  and  for-hire 
motor  carriage,  the  present  regulation 
prohibits  the  leasing  of  equipment  and 
drivers  to  authorized  carriers  by  prtvate 
carriers  unless  the  lease  is  for  30  days  or 


more;  and  that  the  principal  exception 
to  the  30-day  rule  allows  authorized 
(common  or  contract)  carriers  to  lease 
their  vehicles  and  drivers  to  other  au¬ 
thorized  (common  or  contract)  carriers 
on  what  would  otherwise  be  empty  one¬ 
way  runs  of  their  equipment.  Petitioner 
contends  that  the  30-day  regulation  has 
been  subverted  by  shippers  through  the 
creation  of  motor  contract  carrier  sub¬ 
sidiaries  and  that  this  circumvention  of 
the  pertinent  regiilations  has  placed  an 
imwarranted  burden  on  petitioner’s 
member  common  carriers.  Petitioner  re¬ 
quests,  therefore,  modification  of  the 
leasing  regulations  to  preclude  the  trip- 
lease  of  equipment  by  a  motor  contract 
carrier  following  a  movement  by  that 
carrier  for  a  shipper  affiliate. 

No  oral  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time.  Any  interested  person  (including 
petitioner)  desiring  to  participate  may 
file  with  this  Commission  an  original  and 
fifteen  (15)  copies  of  his  written  repre¬ 
sentations,  views, 'or  argument  in  sup¬ 


port,  or  against,  the  relief  sought  in  the 
petition  (including  any  potential  envi¬ 
ronmental  effects  thereof)  on  or  before 
November  5,  1973.  A  copy  of  each  such 
representation  should  be  served  upon 
petitioner’s  representatives.  Written  ma¬ 
terial  or  suggestions  submitted  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  12th  and  Constitution,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  during  regular  business 
hoiu*s. 

Notice  to  the  general  public  of  the 
matter  herein  imder  consideration  will 
be  given  by  depositing  a  copy  of  this 
notice  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Conunission  for  public  inspection  and 
by  filing  a  copy  thereof  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.73-18919  Piled  9-5-73:8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Air  Force 
USAF  SCIENTIFIC  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Notice  of  Meeting 

AncnsT  31,  1973. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  has  re¬ 
quested  Dr.  Raymond  L.  Bisplinghoff, 
Deputy  Director  of  the  National  Science 
Foimdation,  to  make  an  independent  re¬ 
view  of  the  B-1  Program.  The  review  is 
^ing  conducted  under  the  auspices  of 
the  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board.  The 
Initial  planning  session  w’ill  be  held  on 
September  10,  1973,  at  Rockw’ell  Inter¬ 
national  Corporation,  Los  Angeles,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Due  to  the  classified  nature  of  the 
material,  this  meeting  will  be  closed  to 
the  pubUc.  For  further  information  con¬ 
tact  the  Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secre¬ 
tariat  at (202)697-4648. 


Copies  are  also  available  from  the  Na¬ 
tional  Technical  Information  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Spring- 
field,  Virgmia  22151.  Please  order  by 
name  and  number  of  statement.  The 
estimated  cost  is  $4.30. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services) 

J.  U.  Haas, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator 
for  Water  Resources,  Soil 
Conservation  Service. 

August  29, 1973. 

[FR  Doc.73-18802  Piled  9-5-73;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

DESERT  RESEARCH  INSTITUTE,  ET  AL 


of  the  atmosphere  including  gsises,  par¬ 
ticulates  and  cloud  structure.  The  article 
will  also  be  used  (1)  to  train  graduate 
students  in  the  technology  of  optical 
radar  and  remote  sensmg  techniques  in¬ 
cluding  resonance,  Rianan  and  other 
wavelength  dependent  effects  and  (2)  to 
train  students  in  a  laser  course  on  the 
theory  and  application  of  lasers.  Appli¬ 
cation  received  by  Commissioner  of  Cus¬ 
toms:  July  18,  1973. 

Docket  Number:  74-00061-99-03400. 
Applicant:  New  York  League  for  the 
Hard  of  Hearing,  71  West  23rd  Street, 
New  York,  New  York  10010.  Article:  (2) 
Two  Suvag  I  Auditory  Training  Units, 
(3)  Three  Body  Movement  Micros,  and 
(1)  One  Junction  box.  Manufacturer: 
SEDI,  France.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  foreign  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
in  research  on  the  aural  healtli  care  and 
educational  training  for  the  hard  of 
hearing.  Specifically,  the  article  will  be 
used  in  a  study  of  training  restricted 
bands  of  restricted  hearing,  such  as  the 
area  of  the  eight  carnial  nerve.  Applica¬ 
tion  received  by  Commissioner  of  Cus¬ 
toms:  August  8, 1973. 

Docket  Number:  74-00062-00-54500. 
Applicant:  Tulane  Medical  School,  De¬ 
partment  of  Ophthalmology,  1430 
Tulane  Avenue,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana 
70112.  Article:  Optical  Attachment 
for  Zeiss  Photocogulator.  Manufacturer: 
SADAMEL,  France.  Intended  use  of  arti¬ 
cle:  The  foreign  article  is  Intended  to 
be  used  in  training  resident-trainees  in 
a  prescribed  course  in  the  use  of  the  laser 
photocogulator.  Specifically,  the  article 
as  an  attachment  will  facilitate  both  the 
means  of  clinical  treatment  and  the 
adaption  of  the  resident-trainee  staff  to 
the  mode  and  method  of  clinical  treat¬ 
ment.  Application  received  by  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs:  August  8,  1973. 

Docket  Number:  74-00063-00-33900. 
Applicant:  Yale  University,  Purchasing 
Department,  260  Whitney  Avenue,  New 
Haven,  Connecticut  06510.  Article:  Au¬ 
tomatic  Petrographic  Heating  and  Freez¬ 
ing  Stage.  Manufacturer:  Centre  Na¬ 
tional  De  La  Recherche  Scientifique’, 
France.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
foreign  article  is  intended  to  be  used  in 
research  on  the  origin  of  fluid  inclusions 
in  metamorphic  rocks.  Specifically,  the 
use  is  to  determine  the  compositions  of 
fluid  inclusions  and  the  temperature  and 
pressure  conditions  in  metamorphic  rock 
when  the  fluid  inclusions  were  found. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:  August  8, 1973. 

Docket  Number:  74-00064-33-46040. 
Applicant:  Princeton  University,  Pur¬ 
chasing  &  OflBce  Services,  P.O.  Box  33, 
Princeton,  New  Jersey  08540.  Article: 


John  W.  Fahrney, 
Colonel,  USAF,  Chief,  Legisla¬ 
tive  Division,  Office  of  The 
Judge  Advocate  General. 

(FR  Doc.73-18839  Piled  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

HURRICANE  CREEK  WATERSHED 
PROJECT,  TENNESSEE 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Final 
Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  has  prepared 
a  final  environmental  statement  for  the 
Hurricane  Creek  Watershed  Project, 
Humphreys  and  Dickson  Counties,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  USDA-SCS-ES-WS-(ADM)-72- 
30(F). 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  plan  for  watershed  protection, 
flood  prevention,  and  industrial  water 
supply.  The  planned  works  of  improve¬ 
ment  mclude  conservation  land  treat¬ 
ment  throughout  the  watershed,  supple¬ 
mented  by  (1)  seven  single-purpose 
flood  water-retarding  structures  and  (2) 
one  multiple-purpose  structure  for  flood 
prevention  and  industrial  water  supply. 

The  flnal  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  on  August  29,  1973. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations : 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  South  Agri¬ 
culture  BuUdlng,  Room  5227,  14th  and 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250. 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  561  UJS. 
Courthouse,  Nashville,  Tennessee  37203. 


Notice  of  Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Articles 

The  following  are  notices  of  the  receipt 
of  applications  for  duty-free  entry  of 
scientific  articles  pursuant  to  section 
6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Pub.  L.  89-651:  80  Stat.  897).  In¬ 
terested  persons  may  present  their  views 
with  respect  to  the  question  of  whether 
an  instrument  or  apparatus  of  equiva¬ 
lent  scientific  value  for  the  purposes 
for  which  the  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  is  being  manufactured  in  the  United 
States.  Such  comments  must  be  filed  in 
triplicate  with  the  Director,  Special  Im- 
FKirt  Programs  Division,  OfiBce  of  Import 
Programs,  Washington,  D.C.  20230,  on  or 
before  September  26, 1973. 

Amended  regulations  issued  under 
cited  Act,  as  published  in  the  Febru¬ 
ary  24,  1972  issue  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  prescribe  the  requirements  appli¬ 
cable  to  comments. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  on  file, 
and  may  be  examm^  durmg  ordinary 
Commerce  Department  business  hours 
at  the  Special  Import  Programs  Division, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C. 20230. 

Docket  Number:  74-00035-52-41700. 
Applicant:  Desert  Research  Institute, 
University  of  Nevada  System,  SAGE 
Building,  Stead  Campus,  Reno.  Nevada 
89507.  Article:  System  100  Dye  laser,  dif¬ 
fraction  grating,  1200  line/mm,  and 
spare  flash  tubes.  Manufacturer:  Elec¬ 
tro-Photonics,  Ltd.,  United  Kingdom. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  foreign  arti¬ 
cle  is  intended  to  be  used  in  research  to 
study  the  properties  of  the  atmosphere, 
clouds,  and  air  pollution.  Specifically,  the 
article  will  provide  a  means  of  obtaining 
optical  backscatter  from  the  atmosphere 
and  thereby  measiulng  the  composition 
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Electron  Microscope,  Model  Elmiskop  lA. 
Manufacturer:  Siemens  AG,  West  Ger¬ 
many.  Intended  use  of  article:  The  for¬ 
eign  article  is  intended  to  be  used  in  the 
following  research  studies  on  (1)  high 
resolution  ultra-structural  analysis  of 
microtubules  from  the  nerve  axon,  spin¬ 
dle  apparatus,  cilia  and  flagella,  and 
o^her  parts  of  eucargotic  cells  (2)  the  re¬ 
lationships  between  the  microtubules  and 
their  associated  structures  (3)  charac¬ 
terization  of  the  microtubule  organizing 
centers  in  these  organelles  (4)  the  in  vivo 
and  in  vito  growth  and  assembly  of 
microtubules  and  (5)  monitoring  the 
content  and  purity  of  cell  fractions  in 
conjunction  with  biochemical  and  bio¬ 
physical  studies  on  microtubules.  Appli¬ 
cation  received  by  Commissioner  of  Cus¬ 
toms:  August  8,  1973. 

A.  H.  Stuart, 

Director. 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

(FR  Doc.73-18841  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


SEMICONDICTOR  MANUFACTURING 
AND  TEST  EQUIPMENT 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Semiconductor  Manufac¬ 
turing  and  Test  Equipment  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  will  be  held  Thurs¬ 
day,  September  20,  1973,  at  10:30  a.m. 
in  Room  4833,  Main  Commerce  Building, 
14th  and  Constitution  Avenue,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Members  advise  the  Office  of  Export 
Control,  Bureau  of  East-West  Trade, 
with  respect  to  questions  involving 
technical  matters,  worldwide  availabil¬ 
ity  and  actual  utilization  of  production 
And  technology,  and  licensing  proce¬ 
dures  which  may  affect  the  level  of  ex¬ 
port  controls  applicable  to  semiconduc¬ 
tor  manufacturing  and  test  equipment, 
including  technical  data  related  thereto, 
and  including  those  whose  export  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  multilateral  (C<X?OM)  controls. 

Agenda  items  are  as  follows : 

1.  Comments  on  minutes  of  previous 
meeting. 

2.  Presentation  of  papers  or  comments  by 
the  public. 

3.  Review  of  work-program  of  subcom¬ 
mittees. 

a.  Test  equipment. 

b.  Production  equipment. 

4.  Executive  session: 

a.  Review  of  work  program  of  subcom¬ 

mittees. 

(1)  Test  equipment. 

(2)  Production  equipment. 

b.  Formulation  of  recommendations. 

5.  Adjournment. 

The  public  will  be  permitted  to  attend 
the  discussion  of  agenda  Items  1-3,  and 
a  limited  number  of  seats — approxi¬ 
mately  15 — will  be  available  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  for  these  agenda  items.  To  the  ex¬ 
tent  time  permits,  members  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  may  present  oral  statements  to  the 
committee.  Interested  persons  are  also 
invited  to  file  written  statements  with 
the  committee. 


With  respect  to  agenda  Item  4,  “Exec¬ 
utive  Session,”  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Commerce  for  Administration,  on  Au¬ 
gust  9,  1973,  determined,  piu^uant  to 
section  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463,  that 
this  agenda  item  should  be  exempt  from 
the  provisions  of  Sections  10(a)(1)  and 
(a)(3),  relating  to  open  meetings  and 
public  participation  therein,  because  the 
meeting  will  be  concerned  with  matters 
listed  in  5  USC  552(b)  (1) . 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  William  W.  Clarke,  (Chairman  of 
the  committee.  Bureau  of  East-West 
Trade,  Room  4317,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230 
(A/C  202-t-967-2420) . 

Minutes  of  those  portions  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  which  are  open  to  the  public  will  be 
available  30  days  from  the  date  of  the 
meeting  upon  written  request  addressed 
to:  Central  Reference  and  Records  In¬ 
spection  Facility,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Dated  August  30,  1973. 

Steven  Lazarus, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  East-West  Trade. 

[FR  Doc.  73-18765  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


UNIVERSITY  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Notice  of  Decision  on  Application  for  Duty- 
Free  Entry  of  Scientific  Article;  Correction 

In  the  notice  of  decision  for  duty-free 
entry  of  scientific  articles  appearing  at 
page  22052  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
Wednesday,  August  15,  1973,  the  follow¬ 
ing  correction  should  be  made. 

Docket  Number  72-00431-65-46070 
should  be  corrected  to  read: 

Docket  Number:  72-00481-65-46070. 
Applicant:  University  of  California, 
Lawrence  Livermore  Laboratory,  P.O. 
Box  805,  Livermore,  CA  94550.  Article: 
Scanning  electron  microscope.  Model 
S-4  •  *  • 

A.  H.  Stuart, 

Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 
[FR  Doc.73-18840  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Articles 

The  following  are  notices  of  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  scientific  articles  pursuant  to  section 
6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Pub.  L.  89-651;  80  Stat.  897).  In¬ 
terested  persons  may  present  their  views 
with  respect  to  the  question  of  whether 
an  instrument  or  apparatus  of  equiva¬ 
lent  scientific  value  for  the  purposes  for 
which  the  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
is  being  manufactured  in  the  United 
States.  Such  comments  must  be  filed  in 
triplicate  with  the  Director,  Special  Im¬ 
port  Programs  Division,  Office  of  Import 
Programs,  Washington,  D.C.  20230,  on 
or  before  September  26,  1973. 


Amended  regulations  issued  under 
cited  Act,  as  published  in  the  Febru¬ 
ary  24,  1972  issue  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  prescribe  the  requirements  appli¬ 
cable  to  comments. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  on  file, 
and  may  be  examined  during  ordinary 
Commerce  Department  business  hours 
at  the  Special  Import  Programs  Divi¬ 
sion,  Department  of  Commerce,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  74-00066-33-46040. 
Applicant:  U.S.  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency,  National  Environmental  Re¬ 
search  Center,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45268. 
Article:  Electron  Microscope,  Model 
JEM  lOOB  with  Side  Entry  Goniometer 
and  accessories.  Manufacturer:  JEOL, 
Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
foreign  article  is  intended  to  be  used  in 
research  investigation  in  the  areas  of  ad¬ 
vanced  waste  treatment,  analytical  qual¬ 
ity  control,  environmental  toxicology, 
and  water  supply.  Specifically,  the  article 
will  be  used  for  (1)  high  resolution 
studies  of  virus  infected  cells,  virions,  iso¬ 
lated  viral  nucleic  acids  and  proteins,  and 
small  parasitic  bacteria  such  as  those  of 
the  Bdello vibrio  type;  (2)  particulate 
identification  in  water  samples,  visualiza¬ 
tion  of  the  collodial  material  after  treat¬ 
ment  of  waste  waters,  and  determination 
of  polymer  attachment  in  the  process  of 
flocculation  and  stabilization  and  (3)  the 
investigation  of  smoke  and  dust  particu¬ 
lates  of  importance  to  inhalation  toxi¬ 
cology  as  well  as  tissue  pathology  and 
morphology  after  animal  exposure  to 
these  pollutants.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  August  13, 
1973. 

Docket  Number:  74-00067-33-46500. 
Applicant:  American  National  Red  Cross, 
Blood  Research  Laboratory,  9312  Old 
Georgetown  Road,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20014.  Article:  Ultramicrotome,  Model 
LKB  8800A.  Manufacturer:  LKB  Produk- 
ter  AB,  Sweden.  Intended  use  of  article : 
The  foreign  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
in  the  study  of  biological  specimens, 
principally  derived  from  blood  and  blood- 
forming  tissues,  but  including  other 
human  and  animal  organs.  Specifically 
the  article  will  be  used  in  studies  of  pla¬ 
telet  adhesion  to  collagen,  the  role  of 
macromolecules  in  the  central  of  normal 
and  cancer  cell  behavior,  the  antigenic 
nature  of  blood  cells,  the  nature  of — and 
means  of  protection  against — freezing 
injury  in  a  variety  of  materials,  includ¬ 
ing  mammalian  hearts,  and  in  age- 
related  changes  in  the  cellular  com¬ 
ponents  of  blood.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  August  13, 
1973. 

Docket  Number:  74-00068-33-41700. 
Applicant:  Hospital  of  Albert  Einstein 
College  of  Medicine,  1825  Eastchester 
Road,  Bronx,  New  York  10461,  Article: 
Medilase  791  CO2  Surgical  Laser.  Manu¬ 
facturer:  Laser  Industries  Ltd.,  Israel. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  foreign  ar¬ 
ticle  is  intended  to  be  used  in  the  study 
of  tumor  growth  in  mice  and  rats  and 
the  results  are  to  be  compared  with  ex¬ 
cision  to  similar  tumors  in  humans  to 
objectively  ascertain  the  place  of  the 
carbon  dioxide  laser  in  clinical  surgery 
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particularly  ^ith  reference  to  bums, 
tumors  and  infections.  Application  re¬ 
ceived  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
July  30.  1973. 

Docket  Niunber:  74-00069-33-46040. 
Applicant:  Albert  Einstein  College  of 
Medicine,  Department  of  Pathology, 
1300  Morris  Park  Avenue,  Bronx,  New 
York  10461.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  Elmiskop  102  and  accessories. 
Manufacturer:  Siemens  AG,  West  Ger¬ 
many.  Intended  use  of  article:  The  for¬ 
eign  article  is  intended  to  be  used  to  study 
the  morphological  effects  of  prolonged 
and  chronic  exposure  to  high  oxygen  ten¬ 
sions  in  lung  using  tissue  from  experi¬ 
mental  animals,  cells  from  tissue  gra¬ 
dients  and  Isolated  material  taken  from 
fractions  nm  on  gradients. 

The  article  will  also  be  used  to  train 
students  and  post-doctoral  fellows  in  use 
of  the  electron  microscc^  and  its  appli¬ 
cation.  Application  received  by  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs:  August  13,  1973. 

Docket  Number:  74-00070-11-56595. 
Applicant:  Syracuse  University,  D^>art- 
ment  of  Mechanical  &  Aerospace  Engi¬ 
neering,  139  Link  Hall,  Syracuse.  New 
York  13210.  Article:  Plenum  Chamber 
System.  Manufacturer:  Reaves  Indus¬ 
trial  Furnaces,  Ltd.,  United  KingdtMn.  In¬ 
tended  use  of  article:  The  foreign  article 
Is  intended  to  be  used  in  research  on 
noise  abatement.  Specifically,  the  article 
will  be  used  in  the  investigation  of  ttie 
aerodynamic  noise  produced  by  heated 
supersonic  air  jets  and  the  assessment  of 
methods  for  reduction  of  such  noise.  Ap¬ 
plication  received  by  Commissicmer  of 
Customs:  August  15,  1973. 

Docket  Number:  74-00072-33-46040. 
Applicant:  DHETW,  NCI,  Bethesda,  Mary¬ 
land  20014.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  HU-12  with  high  resolution  tilt 
stage.  Manufactiuer:  Hitachi,  Ltd.,  Ja¬ 
pan.  Intended  use  of  article:  TTie  foreign 
article  is  intended  to  be  xised  in  the  re¬ 
search  study  of  normal  and  malignant 
cells  and  cell  components,  both  in  thin 
section  and  in  homogenized  and  pelleted 
material,  and  in  the  penetration  and  rep¬ 
lication  of  vinises,  particularly  oncogenic 
viruses.  Application  received  by  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs:  August  16,  1973. 

Docket  Number:  74-00073-33-46040. 
Applicant:  University  of  California,  Da¬ 
vis  California  Primate  Research  Center, 
Davis,  California  95616.  Article:  Electron 
Mcroscope,  Model  EM  10.  Manufacturer: 
Carl  Zeiss,  West  Germany,  Intended  use 
of  article:  The  foreign  article  is  intended 
to  be  used  in  research  on  pulmonary  dis¬ 
eases,  reproductive  and  perinatal  biology, 
infectious  diseases  and  behavioral  bi¬ 
ology.  The  article  will  be  required  to  ex¬ 
amine  (1)  tissues  from  the  respiratory 
system  of  nonhuman  primates  and  ro¬ 
dents,  (2)  tissues  from  the  central  nerv¬ 
ous  system,  locomotor  system,  and  In- 
tegamentary  system  of  embryonic  and 
fetal  nonhuman  and  human  primates  in¬ 
cluding  tissue  of  the  maternal  reproduc- 
tial  system  and  placenta,  and  (3)  tissues 
of  nonhuman  primate  hosts  for  experi¬ 
mental  spontaneous  viral,  bacterial,  and 


parasite  diseases.  The  article  will  also  be 
used  in  the  education  of  postdoctoral  fel¬ 
lows  and  graduate  students  studying  the 
problems  related  to  research  in  pulmo¬ 
nary  diseases,  reproductive  and  perinatal 
biology,  infectious  diseases,  and  behav¬ 
ioral  biology.  The  courses  will  be  num¬ 
bered  for  the  graduate  students  and  non¬ 
specific  for  the  postdoctoral  fellows.  Ap¬ 
plication  received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:  August  17, 1973. 

Docket  Number:  74-00074-33-46040. 
Applicant:  Mount  Sinai  School  of  Medi¬ 
cine  of  City  Univ.  of  N.Y.,  Otolaryngology 
Department,  Fifth  Avenue  and  100  th 
Street.  New  York,  New  York  10029.  Arti¬ 
cle:  Electron  Microscope,  Model  EM 
9S-2.  Manufacturer:  Carl  Zeiss,  West 
Germany.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  in  research 
on  ultrastructural  studies  on  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  mammalian  hearing  and  in 
problems  concerning  carcinogenesis.  The 
article  will  also  be  used  for  the  instruc¬ 
tion  of  resident  physicians  in  ultrastruc¬ 
tural  topics.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  August  17, 
1973. 

A,  H.  Stuart, 

Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.73-18842  Piled  9-&-73:8:46  ami 


SEMICONDUCTOR  MANUFACTURING  AND 

TEST  EQUIPMENT  TECHNICAL  ADVI¬ 
SORY  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Production  Equipment 
Subcommittee  of  the  Semiconductor 
Manufacturing  and  Test  Equipment 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  will  be 
held  Thursday,  September  13,  1973,  at 
9:00  a.m.  at  Texas  Instruments  Co.,  13500 
North  Central  Expressway,  Dallas,  Tex. 

Members  advise  the  Office  of  Export 
Control,  Bureau  of  East-West  Trade,  with 
respect  to  questions  involving  technical 
matters,  worldwide  availability  and  ac¬ 
tual  utilization  of  production  and  tech¬ 
nology.  and  licensing  procedures  which 
may  affect  the  level  of  export  controls 
applicable  to  semiconductor  manu¬ 
facturing  and  test  equiinnent,  including 
technical  data  related  thereto,  and  in¬ 
cluding  those  whose  export  is  subject  to 
multilateral  (COCOM)  controls. 

Agenda  items  are  as  follows : 

1.  Opening  remarks  and  review  of  purpose 
of  subcommittee  by  Howard  Steenbergen, 
Chairman. 

2.  Presentation  of  papers  or  comments  by 
public. 

3.  Item  by  Item  review  of  each  majcn*  cate¬ 
gory  of  production  equipment  used  In  semi¬ 
conductor  manufacture. 

4.  Executive  session: 

a.  Review  of  production  equipment  capa- 
billtlee  of  Communist  countries. 

Item  by  item  review  of  each  major  cate- 
gcM-y  of  production  equipment  used  in  semi¬ 
conductor  manufacture. 


c.  Generation  of  Final  Report  of  Subcom- 
mittete  fw  Sept.  20,  meeting  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee. 

5.  Adjournment. 

The  public  will  be  permitted  to  attend 
the  discussion  of  agenda  items  1-3,  and  a 
limited  number  of  seats  will  be  available 
to  the  public  for  these  agenda  items.  To 
the  extent  time  permits,  members  of  the 
public  may  present  oral  statements  to  the 
subcommittee.  Interested  persons  are 
also  invited  to  file  written  statements, 
with  the  subcommittee. 

With  respect  to  agenda  item  4,  “Exec¬ 
utive  session,"  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Administration,  on  Au¬ 
gust  9,  1973,  determined,  pursuant  to 
Section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that 
this  agenda  item  should  be  exempt  from 
the  provisions  of  sections  10(a)  (1)  and 
(a)(3),  relating  to  open  meetings  and 
public  participation  therein,  because  the 
meeting  will  be  concerned  with  matters 
listed  in  5  U.S.C.  552(b)(1). 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Howard  Steenbergen,  Chairman  of 
the  subcommittee,  Wright-Patterson  Air 
Force  Base,  Ohio  45433  (A/C  513+255- 
3802). 

Minutes  of  those  portions  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  which  are  open  to  the  public  will  be 
available  30  days  from  the  date  of  the 
meeting  upon  written  request  addressed 
to:  Central  Reference  and  Records  In- 
si>ection  Facility,  U.S.  Department  of 
CcMnmerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Dated  August  30, 1973. 

Steven  Lazarus, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary, 
for  East-West  Trade. 

[PR  Doc.73-18764  FUed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
[Case  No.  432] 

ARTUR  W.  EVEN 
Decision  of  Appeals  Board 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  73-17010  appearing  at  page 
22167  in  the  issue  of  Thur^ay,  August  16, 
1973,  the  headings  should  read  as  set 
forth  above. 


Social  and  Economic  Statistics 
Administration 

CENSUS  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  OF  THE 
AMERICAN  STATISTICAL  ASSOCIATION 

Notice  of  Public  Meeting 

The  Census  Advisory  Committee  of  the 
American  Statistical  Association  will 
convene  on  September  13  and  14,  1973,  at 
9:00  a.m.  The  Committee  will  meet  in 
Room  2113,  Federal  Building.  3,  at  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census  in  SuiUand, 
Maryland. 

The  Census  Advisory  Committee  of  the 
American  Statistical  Association  was  es¬ 
tablished  in  1919  to  advise  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  the  Census  in  all  aspects  of  the 
Bureau’s  statistical  programs,  and  to  re- 


FEOERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  38,  NO.  1 72— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  6,  1973 


NOTICES 


24233 


spend  to  the  Bureau’s  requests  for  opin¬ 
ions  and  judgements  In  the  whole  area 
of  its  operations. 

The  Committee  is  composed  of  16  mem¬ 
bers  appointed  by  the  President  of  the 
American  Statistical  Association. 

The  agenda  for  the  September  13 
meeting  is:  (1)  Staff  changes,  Census 
role  in  the  Federal  Government  Statis¬ 
tical  system,  program  priorities,  and 
other  general  topics,  (2)  Evaluation  of 
Census  Counts  with  Special  Reference  to 
Sub-National  Areas,  (3)  Planning  proc¬ 
esses  in  the  Census  Bureau,  (4)  Publica¬ 
tion  policy  on  errors  in  data,  and  (5) 
Thoughts  on  the  1980  Census. 

The  agenda  for  the  September  14 
meeting,  which  will  adjourn  at  12:30 
p.m.  is:  (1)  Confidentiality  policy,  pro¬ 
grams  and  procedures,  and  (2)  Retail- 
Trade  Survey. 

A  limited  niunber  of  seats — approxi¬ 
mately  15 — will  be  available  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  A  brief  period  will  be  set  aside  on 
September  14  for  public  comment  and 
questions.  Extensive  questions  or  state¬ 
ment  must  be  submitted  in  writing  to  the 
Committee  Guidance  and  Control  Offi¬ 
cer  at  least  three  days  prior  to  the 
meeting. 

Persons  planning  to  attend  and  wish¬ 
ing  additional  information  concerning 
this  meeting  should  contact  the  Commit¬ 
tee  Guidance  and  Control  Officer,  Mr. 
James  L.  O’Brien,  Assistant  Chief,  Sta¬ 
tistical  Research  Division,  Bureau  of  the 
Census,  Room  3581,  Federal  Building  3, 
Suitland,  Maryland.  (Mail  address: 
Washington,  D.C.  20233.)  Telephone  301- 
763-7134. 

Edward  D.  Failor, 
Administrator,  Social  and 
Economic  Statistics  Administration. 
[FB  Doc.73-18843  FUed  9-6-73:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 

GRAS  OR  PRIOR-SANCTIONED  DIRECT 
HUMAN  FOOD  INGREDIENTS 

Notice  of  Opportunity  To  Submit 
Unpubiished  Safety  Data 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  73-15220  appearing  at  page 
20051  for  the  Issue  of  Thursday,  July  26, 
1973,  in  the  third  column  on  page  20052 
under  the  entry  “Branch  Unsaturated’’ 
the  word  now  spelled  “Rhodnyl  iso- Val¬ 
erate’’  should  be  spelled  “Rhodinyl  iso- 
Valerate’’. 


STATUS  OF  REVIEW  OF  GRAS  AND  PRIOR- 
SANCTIONED  DIRECT  HUMAN  FOOD 
INGREDIENTS 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Information 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  73-15206,  appearing  at 
page  20054  for  the  issue  of  Thursday, 
July  26,  1973,  in  the  third  paragraph  of 
the  secemd  column  on  page  20055  the 
citation  that  now  reads  “(35  FR  18632)** 
should  read  “(35  FR  18623)**  and  the 
citation  now  reading  “(36  FR  12084)’* 
should  read  “(36  FR  12984)**. 


AGREEMENT  BETWEEN  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
AND  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

Notice  Regarding  Matters  of  Mutual 
Responsibility;  Amendment 

On  December  22, 1971,  the  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  (FDA)  and  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
Memorandum  of  Agreement  regarding 
matters  of  mutual  responsibility  under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  and  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungi¬ 
cide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (36  FR  24234). 
Since  the  publication  of  that  Agreement, 
it  has  become  apparent  that  additional 
information  should  be  included  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  processing  of  applications  for 
approval  of  drugs  under  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  and  for 
registration  of  pesticides  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenti¬ 
cide  Act. 

In  view  of  the  recent  amendment  of 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fimgicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  (86  Stat.  973),  the  term 
“pesticide**  replaces  the  term  “economic 
poison’’  wherever  it  appears  in  the 
Agreement.  Item  3  of  the  Agreement  has 
also  been  amended  by  agreement  be¬ 
tween  FDA  and  EPA  to  add  eight  addi¬ 
tional  paragraphs  (par.  g  through  par. 
n) ,  to  further  detail  each  agency’s 
responsibilities  on  the  regulation  of 
drugs  and  pesticides.  ’The  amendment 
reads  as  follows: 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

MEMORANDUM  OF  AGREEMENT  REGARDING  MAT¬ 
TERS  OF  MUTUAL  RESPONSIBILITT  UNDER  FED¬ 
ERAL  FOCN),  DRUG,  AND  COSMETIC  ACT  AND 
FEDERAL  INSECTICIDE,  FUNGICIDE,  AND  RO¬ 
DENTICIDE  ACT 

•  •  *  *  * 

3.  Applications  for  approval  of  drugs  under 
FFDCA  and  for  registration  of  pesticides 
under  FIFRA  wUl  be  processed  as  follows: 

•  *  •  •  * 

g.  Submissions  for  approval  will  be  to 
the  agency  having  primary  jurisdiction  In 
the  format  required  by  that  agency  which 
wUl  be  considered  acceptable  by  the  other 
agency  in  lieu  of  that  normally  required. 
Where  specific  requirements  of  the  two 
agencies  conflict  In  matters  such  as  manu¬ 
facturing,  formulation,  and  labeling,  the 
requirements  of  the  agency  of  primary  Juris¬ 
diction  wUl  apply. 

h.  The  application  of  a  product  for  any 
of,  but  not  necessarily  limited  to,  the  uses 
listed  below  is  considered  to  be  both  a  human 
drug  and  a  pesticide.  The  agency  for  primary 
Jurisdiction  regarding  such  products  will  be 
FDA  and  secondarily  EPA.  - 

(I)  PedlciUlcldes  and  scabicides  intended 
to  control  parasites  on  humans. 

(II)  Products  Intended  to  relieve  the  effect 
of  Insect  bites  on  humans  which  also 
claim  to  repel  the  insects  causing  such  bites. 

(III)  Products  intended  to  prevent  diaper 
rash  by  treatment  of  diapers. 

(Iv)  Fungicides  for  human  use,  Le.,  ath¬ 


lete’s  foot  which  also  claim  to  destroy  such 
fungus  on  Inanimate  objects. 

1.  The  application  of  a  product  for  any 
of,  but  not  necessarily  limited  to,  the  uses 
listed  below  is  considered  to  be  both  a 
pesticide  and  a  human  drug.  The  agency 
for  primary  jurisdiction  regarding  such  prod¬ 
ucts  will  be  EPA  and  secondarily  FDA. 

(1)  Disinfectants  and  sanitizers  intended 
for  use  on  inanimate  objects  but  including 
claims  for  use  on  humans. 

j.  Certain  pesticides  subject  to  the  laws 
administered  by  EPA  are  also  deemed  to  be 
animal  drugs  and  subject  to  the  laws  ad¬ 
ministered  by  FDA  under,  but  not  necessarily 
limited  to,  the  following  conditions: 

(I)  Products  for  oral  administration  such 
as  tablets,  boluses,  drinking  water  prepara¬ 
tions,  medicated  blocks,  and  medicated 
feeds,  Including  liquid  feeds  and  supple¬ 
ments  (these  do  not  apply  to  articles  solely 
for  the  control  of  fecal  breeding  flies,  nor 
solely  for  sanitizing  the  drinking  water  of 
animals). 

(II)  Products  administered  parenterally. 

(III)  Products  which  are  absorbed  through 
the  skin  surface  as  in  demodectic  mange 
conditions. 

(Iv)  Products  Introduced  Into  wound  or 
body  openings,  except  for  screwworms  con¬ 
trol,  Including  application  to  the  ear  canal, 
for  the  control  of  ear  mites;  such  conditions 
often  require  supportive  treatment. 

(v)  Products  applied  topically  for  their 
systemic  action  In  an  animal. 

k.  The  application  of  a  pesticide  for  any 
of  the  uses  listed  below  is  considered  to  be 
both  an  animal  drug  and  a  pesticide.  The 
agency  for  primary  jurisdiction  regarding 
such  articles  will  be  FDA,  except  In  those 
cases  where  the  drug  use  Is  regarded  as  not 
a  new  animal  drug.  In  this  event,  since  FDA 
has  no  preclearance  requirements  for  prod¬ 
ucts  so  considered,  the  submission  for  regis¬ 
tration  will  be  to  EPA.  However,  the  product 
will  not  be  registered  until  EPA  has  been 
notified  by  FDA  that  the  product  Is  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  requirements  of  the  FFDCA. 

(I)  Treatments  for  control  of  horse  bots. 

(II)  Treatments  that  are  administered 
orally  or  parenterally  for  control  of  cattle 
grubs. 

(ill)  Treatments  for  control  of  demodectic 
mange  mites. 

(Iv)  Treatments  that  are  administered 
orally  or  parenterally  for  control  of  fleas  (or 
other  external  parasites). 

(v)  Treatments  for  control  of  ear  mites. 

(vl)  Treatments  for  control  of  ticks  If  the 
produc  labeling  Includes  claims  for  control 
of  ear  mites. 

(vii)  Aquatic  treatments  Intended  to  con¬ 
trol  parasites  and/or  disease  of  fish  In  ponds 
or  aquariums. 

(vlli)  Animal  drinking  water  treatments 
with  direct  or  implied  claims  for  control  of 
animal  parasites  or  diseases. 

(lx)  Any  other  product  with  a  mode  of  ac¬ 
tion  similar  to  that  under  J. 

l.  The  application  of  a  pesticide  for  any 
of  the  uses  listed  below  will  be  regarded 
solely  as  a  pesticide  usage  except  where  it  has 
an  action  described  in  j,  in  which  case  it  is 
considered  to  be  both  an  animal  drug  and  a 
pesticide.  In  these  cases,  the  agency  for 
primary  Jurisdiction  will  be  EPA. 

(1)  Treatments  that  are  administered 
topically  for  control  of  cattle  grubs  which 
Include  application  by  spray,  dip,  pour-on, 
spot-on,  back  rubber  or  dust. 

(li)  Treatments  for  control  of  screwworms 
that  are  administered  topically. 

(III)  Treatments  for  control  of  wool  mag¬ 
gots  that  are  administered  topically. 

(Iv)  Treatments  for  contrert  of  horn  fly  or 
face  fly  that  are  administered  topically. 

(v)  ITeatments  for  control  of  sarcoptlc, 
psoroptic,  and  chorioptlc  mange  mites  that 
are  administered  topically. 
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(vi)  Treatments  that  are  administered 
topically,  for  control  of  ticks  except  as  listed 
In  Item  k(vl). 

(vli)  Treatments  for  control  of  sheep  keds 
that  are  administered  topically. 

(vlii)  Treatments  for  control  of  fleas  that 
are  administered  topically. 

(lx)  Treatments  that  are  administered 
orally  solely  for  control  of  horn  fly  and/or 
face  fly  in  cattle  manure. 

(X)  Aquatic  treatments  of  ponds  or  aquari¬ 
ums  solely  for  control  of  algae  or  bacterial 
slime  and  any  other  aquatic  treatments  sole¬ 
ly  for  pest  control  which  do  not  include 
claims  for  control  of  parasites  or  diseases  of 
fish. 

(xl)  Sanitizers  intended  to  sanitize  aquari¬ 
um  equipment. 

(xil)  Sanitizers  applied  to  inanimate  sur¬ 
faces  and 'or  in  drinking  water  of  animals 
that  do  not  include  any  direct  or  implied 
claims  to  control  disease. 

m.  If  a  product  that  is  subject  to  Joint 
Jurisdiction  is  deemed  to  be  either  a  new 
human  or  animal  drug,  prior  to  registration 
by  EPA,  it  must  be  in  full  compliance  with 
the  requirements  for  FDA  approval  of  a  new 
drug  application,  to  include  publication  of  its 
approval  where  required  by  the  PFTXIA  (l.e. 
new  animal  drug),  regardless  of  the  agency 
of  primary  Jurisdiction. 

n.  If  a  manufacturer  proposing  a  new 
product  is  unable  to  determine  the  agency  of 
primary  Jurisdiction,  a  presubmission  in¬ 
quiry  may  be  submitted  to  either  agency. 
FDA  and  EPA  will  Jointly  consider  the  in¬ 
quiry  and  advise  the  manufacturer  of  their 
conclusions  in  this  matter. 

•  *  •  •  • 

Dated  August  24, 1973. 

For  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

A.  M.  Schmidt, 
Commissioner. 

Dated  August  22, 1973. 

For  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

Charles  L.  Elkins, 

'  Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for 

Hazardous  Materials  Control. 

Effective  date. — This  sigreement  is 
effective  on  September  6,  1973. 

Dated  August  28,  1973. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

IFR  Doc,73-18799  Piled  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


[FAP  3B2838] 

DOW  CHEMICAL  CO. 

Notice  of  Withdrawal  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additives 

Pur.suant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (Sec. 
409(b),  72  Stat.  1786  (21  U.S.C.  (348 
(b) ) ) ,  the  following  notice  is  issued: 

In  accordance  with  §  121.52,  Wif/i- 
drawal  of  petitions  without  prejudice,  of 
the  procedural  food  additive  regulations 
(21  CFR  121.52),  Dow  Chemical  Co.,  Ben¬ 
nett  Bldg.,  2030  Dow  Center,  Midland, 
Mich.  48640,  has  withdrawn  its  petition 
(FAP  3B2838),  notice  of  which  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Novem¬ 
ber  2, 1972  (37  FR  23372) ,  proposing  that 
§  121.2505,  Slimicides  (21  CFR  121.2505), 
be  amended  to  provide  for  the  safe  use 
of  2,2-dlbromo-3-nitrilopropionamide  as 


a  slimicide  in  the  manufacture  of  paper 
and  paperboard  that  contact  food. 

Dated  August  24, 1973. 

Virgil  O.  Wodicka, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 
(FR  Doc.73-18800  FUed  9-S-73;8:46  am] 


IFAP3B2901] 

ESSO  RESEARCH  AND  ENGINEERING  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additive 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (Sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786  (21  U.S.C.  348(b) 
(5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (FAP 
3B2901)  has  been  filed  by  Esso  Research 
and  Engineering  Co.,  Post  OfiBce  Box  536, 
Linden,  N.J.  07036,  proposing  that 
§  121.2511,  Plasticizers  in  polymeric  sub¬ 
stances  (21  CFR  121.2511),  be  amended 
to  provide  for  an  additional  safe-use  level 
of  diisononyl  adipate  as  a  plasticizer  in 
vinyl  films  for  food-packaging  applica¬ 
tions. 

The  environmental  impact  analysis  re- 
p>ort  and  other  relevant  material  have 
been  reviewed,  and  it  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  proposed  use  of  the  addi¬ 
tive  will  not  have  a  significant  en¬ 
vironmental  impact.  Copies  of  the  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  analysis  report  are 
available  in  the  office  of  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  for  Public  Affairs,  Rm. 
15B-42  or  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Rm. 
6-86,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md. 
20852. 

Dated  August  28,  1973. 

Virgil  O.  Wodicka, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

[FR  Doc.73-18801  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


National  Institutes  of  Health 

ALLERGY  AND  IMMUNOLOGY  RESEARCH 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Allergy  and  Immunology  Research  Com¬ 
mittee,  National  Institute  of  Allergy  and 
Infectious  Diseases,  September  24-25, 
1973,  9:00  a.m..  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Building  3 1C,  Conference  Room 
7.  This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  from  9:00  a.m.  to  9:45  a.m.,  Septem¬ 
ber  24,  to  discuss  administrative  matters 
relating  to  the  allergy  and  immunology 
research  programs  of  the  Institute,  and 
closed  to  the  public  from  9:45  a.m.  to 
5:00  p.m.,  September  24,  and  from  9:00 
a.m.  to  12  noon,  September  25,  1973,  to 
review,  discuss,  evaluate,  and/or  rank 
grant  applications  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  set  forth  in  section  552 
(b)4  of  title  5  U.S.  Code  for  grants  and 
contracts,  and  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

Mr.  Robert  Schreiber,  NIAID  Informa¬ 
tion  Officer,  National  Institutes  of 


Health,  Building  31,  Room  7A34,  tele¬ 
phone  496-5717,  will  furnish  a  summary 
of  the  meeting  and  a  roster  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  members. 

Dr.  Luz  A.  Froehlich,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Allergy  and  Immunology  Re¬ 
search  Committee,  NIAID,  National  In¬ 
stitutes  of  Health,  Westwood  Building, 
Room  703,  telephone  496-7131,  will  fur¬ 
nish  substantive  information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13-301,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

|FR  Doc.73-18813  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


ARTIFICIAL  KIDNEY-CHRONIC  UREMIA 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Arti¬ 
ficial  Kidney-Chronic  Uremia  Advisory 
Committee,  National  Institute  of  Ar¬ 
thritis,  Metabolism,  and  Digestive  Dis¬ 
eases,  September  18,  1973,  8:45  a.m..  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Heal^,  Building  31, 
Conference  Room  5.  This  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public  from  8:45  a.m.  to  9:45 
a.m.,  September  18,  1973,  to  discuss  ad¬ 
ministrative  reports  and  closed  to  the 
public  from  9:45  a.m.  to  5  p.m.,  Septem¬ 
ber  18,  1973,  to  discuss  and  review  artifi¬ 
cial  kidney  contracts  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  set  forth  in  section  552 
(b)4  of  Title  5  U.S.  Ckxle  and  10(d)  of 
Pub.  L.  92-463.  Attendance  by  the  public 
will  be  limited  to  space  available. 

Name  of  the  person  from  whom  rosters 
of  committee  members,  summary  of  the 
meeting,  and  other  information  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  meeting  may  be  obtained:  Mr, 
Victor  Wartofsky,  Information  Officer, 
NIAMDD,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Building  31,  Room  9A04,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  (301)  496-3583, 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.828,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

(PR  Doc.73-18809  Filed  9-5-73; 8: 45  am] 


AUTOMATION  IN  THE  MEDICAL  LABORA¬ 
TORY  SCIENCES  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Au¬ 
tomation  in  the  Medical  Laboratory 
Sciences  Review  Committee,  National  In¬ 
stitute  of  General  Medical  l^iences,  Sep¬ 
tember  5-6,  1973,  9  a  m..  National  Insti¬ 
tutes  of  Health,  Building  3 1C,  Confer¬ 
ence  Room  7,  This  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  public  from  9  a.m.  to  11  a.m.,  Sep¬ 
tember  5,  1973,  for  opening  remarks  and 
general  discussion,  and  closed  to  the  pub- 
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lie  from  11  a.m.  to  5  p.m.,  September  5, 
and  from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.,  September  6, 
1973,  to  review,  discuss,  evaluate,  and 
rank  contract  proposals  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  set  forth  in  section 
552(b)  4  of  Title  5  U.S.  Code  for  grants 
and  contracts  and  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92- 
463.  Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  space  available. 

Mr.  Paul  Doming,  Information  Officer, 
NIGMS,  Building  31,  Room  4A46,  Be- 
thesda,  Maryland  20014,  Telephone:  301- 
496-5676,  will  furnish  a  summary  of  the 
meeting  and  a  roster  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers. 

Substantive  program  information  may 
be  obtained  from  Dr.  Robert  S.  Melville, 
Executive  Secretary,  Westwood  Building, 
Room  954,  Telephone:  301-496-7081. 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[PR  Doc.73-18807  Piled  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


BIOMETRY  AND  EPIDEMIOLOGY 
CONTRACT  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Bi¬ 
ometry  and  Epidemiology  Contract  Re¬ 
view  Committee,  National  Cancer  Insti¬ 
tute,  September  12,  1973,  9:00  a.m..  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  Building  31, 
Conference  Room  3.  This  meeting  will  be 
oi>en  to  the  public  from  9:00  a.m.  to  9:30 
a.m.,  September  12,  1973,  to  discuss  pro¬ 
gram  plans  for  the  Biometry  and  Epi¬ 
demiology  Branches,  and  closed  to  the 
public  from  9:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.,  Sep¬ 
tember  12,  1973,  to  review  contracts  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  set  forth 
In  Section  552(b)  4  of  Title  5  U.S.  Code 
and  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463.  Attend¬ 
ance  by  the  public  will  be  limited  to  space 
available. 

Mr.  Frank  Karel,  Associate  Director 
for  Public  Affairs,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Room  10A31,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301- 
496-1911)  will  furnish  summaries  of  the 
open /closed  meeting  and  roster  of  com¬ 
mittee  members. 

Mr.  Harvey  Geller,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary,  Landow  Building,  Room  C519,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014  (301-496-6014)  will  pro¬ 
vide  substantive  program  information. 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director. 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.73-18810  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


BLADDER-PROSTATE  CANCER  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Blad¬ 
der-Prostate  Cancer  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee.  National  Cancer  Institute,  Septem¬ 
ber  17.  1973,  at  9:00  a.m.,  National  In¬ 


stitutes  of  Health.  Building  31.  Confer¬ 
ence  Room  9.  This  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  public  from  9:00  a.m.  to  10:00  a.m., 
to  discuss  the  progress  of  the  National 
Prostatic  Cancer  Project.  Attendance  by 
the  public  will  be  limited  to  space  avail¬ 
able.  The  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  from  10:00  a.m.,  until  adjourn¬ 
ment,  for  the  review  of  one  grant  in  the 
field  of  prostatic  cancer,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  set  forth  in  section 
552(b)  4  of  Title  5  U.S.  Code  and  10(d) 
of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Mr.  Frank  Karel,  Associate  Director 
for  Public  Affairs,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Room  10A31,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301- 
496-1911)  will  furnish  summaries  of  the 
open/closed  meeting  and  roster  of  com¬ 
mittee  members. 

Dr.  Thomas  J.  King,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary,  Westwood  Building,  Room  853,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014  (301-496-7194)  will  pro¬ 
vide  substantive  program  information, 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.391,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.) 

Dated  August  27, 1973. 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.73-18812  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


CANCER  EPIDEMIOLOGY  COMMITTEE 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Breast 
Cancer  Epidemiology  Committee,  Na¬ 
tional  Cancer  Institute,  which  is  sponsor¬ 
ing  a  Workshop  on  “Genetics  and  Sus¬ 
ceptibility  to  Human  Breast  Cancer”  on 
September  10.  1973,  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00 
p.m.  and  8:00  p.m.  to  10:00  p.m.  and  on 
September  11,  1973,  8:30  a.m.  to  12:00 
noon,  at  the  Montgomery  Room,  Holiday 
Inn,  8120  Wisconsin  Avenue,  Bethesda, 
Maryland.  This  meeting  will  be  open  to 
the  public  at  all  times  to  critically  review 
the  current  status  of  familial  and  genetic 
studies  in  human  breast  cancer,  to  dis¬ 
cuss  areas  needing  further  investigation 
and  to  make  recommendations  as  to 
where  future  studies  should  be  directed. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

Mr.  Frank  Karel,  Associate  Director 
for  Public  Affairs,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Room  10A31,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301- 
496-1911)  will  furnish  summaries  of  the 
open  meeting  and  roster  of  committee 
members  and  participants. 

Dr.  Bernice  T.  Radovich,  Executive 
Secretary,  Landow  Building,  Room  B- 
404,  National  Institutes  of  Health,  Be¬ 
thesda,' Maryland  20014  (301-496-6773) 
will  provide  substantive  program  infor¬ 
mation. 

Dated  August  27, 1973. 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.73-18832  FUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


CANCER  CLINICAL  INVESTIGATION 
REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Cancer  Clinical  Investigation  Review 
Committee,  National  Cancer  Institute, 
September  24-26,  1973,  National  In¬ 
stitutes  of  Health,  Building  31,  Confer¬ 
ence  Room  5.  This  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  public  from  8:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m., 
September  24,  to  discuss  the  operating 
procedures  of  the  Cancer  Clinical  In¬ 
vestigation  Review  Committee,  and 
closed  to  the  public  from  8:30  a.m.,  Sep¬ 
tember  25,  until  adjournment  Septem¬ 
ber  26  for  the  review  of  research  grant 
applications  in  the  field  of  clinical  trials 
in  cancer  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  set  forth  in  section  552(b)  4  of  Title 
5,  U.S.  Code,  and  section  10(d)  of  Pub. 
L.  92-463.  Attendance  by  the  public  will 
be  limited  to  space  available. 

Mr.  Prank  Karel,  Associate  Director 
for  Public  Affairs,  NC7I,  Building  31, 
Room  10A31,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301- 
496-1911)  will  furnish  summaries  of  the 
open/closed  meeting  and  roster  of  com¬ 
mittee  members. 

Dr.  William  G.  Hammond,  Executive 
Secretary,  Westwood  Building,  Room 
10A03,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301-496- 
7058)  will  provide  substantive  program 
information. 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.314,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.73-18816  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


CANCER  CONTROL  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Cancer  Control  Advisory  Committee,  Na¬ 
tional  Cancer  Institute,  September  10, 
1973,  at  9:00  a.m..  National  Insti¬ 
tutes  of  Health,  Building  31,  Confer¬ 
ence  Room  7,  This  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  public  from  9:00  a.m.  to  3:00  p.m., 
for  the  Committee  to  discuss  and  advise 
the  National  Cancer  Institute  on:  (1) 
Director’s  Report:  (2)  Status  of  upcom¬ 
ing  planning  conferences:  (3)  Report  on 
implementation  of  rehabilitation  confer¬ 
ence  recommendations,  and  (4)  Report 
on  developments  on  USA-USSR  ex¬ 
change  program.  Attendance  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  will  be  limited  to  space  available.  The 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public  from 
3:00  p.m.  imtil  adjournment,  for  discus¬ 
sion  and  consideration  of  approximately 
25  ongoing  contracts  in  the  fields  of 
Training  and  Education,  Detection  and 
Diagnosis,  Rehabilitation,  Treatment, 
and  Program  Management,  and  there¬ 
fore  is  exempt  from  disclosure  under 
Title  5  U.S.C.,  section  552(b) 4  and  sec¬ 
tion  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463. 
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Mr.  Frank  Karel,  Associate  Director 
for  I*ublic  Affairs,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Room  10A31,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014,  (301- 
496-1911)  will  furnish  summaries  of  the 
open/closed  meeting  and  a  roster  of  com¬ 
mittee  members. 

Dr.  Robert  L.  Woolridge,  Executive 
Secretary,  Building  31,  Room  10A19,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014,  (301-496-1946)  wUl 
provide  substantive  program  informa¬ 
tion. 

Dated  Augvist  27,  1973. 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.73-18808  Piled  9-5-73:8:45  am) 

CARCINOGEN  METABOLISM  AND  TOXI¬ 
COLOGY  SEGMENT  ADVISORY  GROUP 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Carcinogen  Metabolism  &  Toxicology 
Segment  Advisory  Group,  National 
Cancer  Institute,  Septem^r  5,  1973, 
9:00  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m..  National  Insti¬ 
tutes  of  Health,  Landow  Building,  Con¬ 
ference  Room  B301.  This  meeting  will 
be  open  to  the  public  from  2:30  to  4:00 
p.m.,  to  discuss  possible  new  activities 
of  the  Carcinogen  Metabolism  &  Toxi¬ 
cology  Segment  and  closed  to  the  public 
from  9:00  a.m.  to  2:30  p.m.  to  discuss  and 
review  one  contract  and  several  im- 
sollcited  proposals  in  the  fields  of 
metabolism  and  toxicology  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisitms  set  forth  in  Sec¬ 
tion  552(b) 4  of  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and 
section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463.  Attend¬ 
ance  by  the  public  will  be  limited  to  space 
available. 

Mr.  Frank  Karel,  Associate  Director 
for  Public  Affairs,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Room  10A31,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301- 
496-1911)  will  furnish  siunmaries  of  the 
open /closed  meeting  and  roster  of  com¬ 
mittee  members. 

Dr.  James  M.  Sontag,  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary,  Landow  Building,  Room  A-306, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014  (301-496-5471)  will  pro¬ 
vide  substantive  program  information. 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director. 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[PR  Doc.73-18805  PUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


CLINICAL  PROGRAM-PROJECTS 
RESEARCH  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Clinical  Program-Projects  Research  Re¬ 
view  Committee,  National  Institute  of 
Mental  Health,  September  28-29,  1973, 


NOTICES 

9  a.m.-5  p.m.,  Statler  Hilton  Hotel, 
Washington,  D.C.  This  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public  from  9  a.m.-12  noon, 
September  28,  1973,  for  announcements 
and  reports  of  recent  administrative, 
legislative,  and  program  developments 
and  closed  to  the  public  from  12  noon- 
5  p.m.  on  September  28, 1973  and  9  a.m.- 
5  p.m.  on  September  29,  1973  to  review 
grants  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
set  forth  in  section  552(b)  4  of  Title  5 
U.S.  Code  and  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Attendance  by  the  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available.  The  NIMH 
Information  OflScer  who  will  furnish 
summaries  of  the  meeting  and  rosters 
of  committee  members  is  Mr.  Ronald  E. 
McMillen,  Acting  Director,  OflBce  of  Com- 
mimications.  National  Institute  of 
Mental  Health,  Room  15-105  Parklawn 
Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
Maryland  20852,  telephone  443-3600.  The 
Executive  Secretary  from  whom  substan¬ 
tive  program  information  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  is  Julian  J.  Lasky,  Ph.  D..  Acting 
Executive  Secretary,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Room  10  C-23B,  Rockville,  Maryland 
20852,  telephone  301-443-4708. 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.242,  Mental  Health  Research 
Grants) 

[PR  Doc.73-18818  PUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


CLINICAL  PROJECTS  RESEARCH 
REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Clini¬ 
cal  Projects  Research  Review  Commit¬ 
tee,  National  Institute  of  Mental  Health, 
September  20-22,  1973,  9  a.m.-5  p.m.. 
Hotel  Washington,  Washington,  D.C. 
This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  9  a.m.-12  noon  on  September  20, 
1973,  for  announcements  and  reports  of 
recent  administrative,  legislative,  and 
program  developments  and  closed  to  the 
public  from  12  noon-5  p.m.  on  Septem¬ 
ber  20, 1973  and  9  a.m.-5  p.m.  on  Septem¬ 
ber  21  and  22,  1973,  to  review  grants  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  set  forth 
in  section  552(b)  4  of  Title  5  U.S.  Code 
and  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  space  available. 

The  NIMH  Information  Officer  who 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  committee  members  is  Mr. 
Ronald  E.  McMillen,  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Communications,  National  In¬ 
stitute  of  Mental  Health,  Room  15-105 
Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone 
443-3600. 

The  Executive  Secretary  from  whom 
substantive  program  Information  may  be 
obtained  is  Julian  J.  Lasky,  Ph.  D.,  Exec¬ 
utive  Secretary,  Parklawn  Building,  5600 


Fishers  Lane,  Room  10  C-23B,  Rockville, 
Maryland,  telephone  301-443-4708. 

Dated  August  27, 1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.242,  Mental  Health  Research 
Grants) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director. 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[PR  Doc.73-18820  PUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 

CLINICAL  PSYCHOPHARMACOLOGY 
RESEARCH  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Clini¬ 
cal  Psychopharmacology  Research  Re¬ 
view  Committee,  National  Institute  of 
Mental  Health,  September  20-21,  1973, 
9:00  a.m.,  Rockville,  Maryland.  This 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public  from 
9:00  a.m.  to  10:00  a.m.,  September  20,  for 
announcements  and  reports  of  recent  ad¬ 
ministrative,  legislative,  and  program 
developments  and  closed  to  the  public 
from  10:00  a.m.  on  September  20  to  5:00 
p.m.  on  September  21  to  review  grants 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  section  552(b) 4  of  Title  5  U.S. 
Code  and  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  space  available. 

The  NIMH  Information  Officer  who 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  committee  members  is  Mr. 
Ronald  E.  McMillen,  Acting  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Communications,  National  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Mental  Health,  Room  15-105 
Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone 
443-3600. 

The  Acting  Executive  Secretary  from 
whom  substantive  program  information 
may  be  obtained  is  Ronald  S.  Lipman, 
Ph.  D.,  Chief,  Clinical  Studies  Swtion, 
Psychopharmacology  Research  Branch, 
National  Institute  of  Mental  Health, 
Room  9-101  Parklawn  Building,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20852, 
telephone  443-4467. 

Dated  August  27, 1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.242,  Mental  Health  Research 
Grants) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 
|FR  Doc.73-18830  Piled  9-6-73:8:45  am] 


CRIME  AND  DELINQUENCY  REVIEW 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Crime 
and  Delinquency  Review  Committee,  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  of  Mental  Health,  Sep¬ 
tember  12-13,  1973,  9:00  a.m.,  Fairfax 
Hotel,  2100  Massachusetts  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.C.  This  meeting  will  be 
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open  to  the  public  from  9:00  a.m.  to 
10:00  a.m.,  September  12,  for  announce¬ 
ments  and  reports  of  recent  administra¬ 
tive,  legislative,  and  program  develop¬ 
ments  and  closed  to  the  public  from 
10:00  a.m.  to  7:00  p.m.,  September  12, 
and  8:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.,  September  13, 
to  review  grants  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  set  forth  in  section  552(b)  4 
of  Title  5  U.S.  Code  and  10(d)  of  Pub. 
L.  92-463.  Attendance  by  the  public  will 
be  limited  to  space  available.  The  NIMH 
Information  Officer  who  will  furnish 
summaries  of  the  meeting  and  rosters 
of  committee  members  is  Mr.  Ronald  E. 
McMillen,  Acting  Director,  Office  of  Com¬ 
munications,  National  Institute  of  Men¬ 
tal  Health,  Room  15-105  Parklawn 
Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
Maryland  20852,  telephone  443-3600. 

The  Executive  Secretary  from  whom 
substantive  program  information  may  be 
obtained  is  Arthur  K.  Leabman,  Exec¬ 
utive  Secretary,  Crime  and  Delinquency 
Review  Committee,  Center  for  Studies  of 
C?rime  and  Delinquency,  Parklawn 
Building,  Room  12C-04,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  tele¬ 
phone  443-3728. 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  13.242  and  13.244) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

(PR  Doc.73-18829  Filed  9-6-73:8:45  amj 


DIAGNOSTIC  RESEARCH  ADVISORY 
GROUP 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Diag¬ 
nostic  Research  Advisory  Group,  Na¬ 
tional  Cancer  Institute,  September  12, 
1973,  8:30  a.m..  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Building  31,  Conference  Room  6, 
This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  1:00  p.m.  to  2:00  p.m.,  to  discuss 
general  program  considerations  of 
breast  cancer  demonstration  projects. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available.  The  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  from  8:30  a.m.  to 
noon  and  2:00  p.m.  to  5:00  p.m.,  for  re¬ 
view  of  40  contract  proposals  in  the  field 
of  diagnostic  research,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  set  forth  in  section 
552(b) 4  of  Title  5  U.S.  Code,  and  sec¬ 
tion  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Mr.  Prank  Karel,  Associate  Director 
for  Public  Affairs,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Room  10A31,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301- 
496-1911)  will  furnish  summaries  of  the 
closed  meeting  and  roster  of  committee 
members. 

Dr.  Kenneth  B.  Olson,  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary,  Building  31,  Room  3A06,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 


20014  (301-496-1591)  will  provide  sub¬ 
stantive  program  information. 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 
Acting  Deputy  Director. 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 
[FR  Doc.73-18806  Plied  9-6-73:8:46  am) 


EPIDEMIOLOGIC  STUDIES  REVIEW 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Epi¬ 
demiologic  Studies  Review  Committee, 
National  Institute  of  Mental  Health, 
September  13-14,  1973,  9:00  a.m.  to  4:30 
p.m..  Conference  Room  B,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852.  This  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  open  to  the  public  from  9- 
9:30  a.m.,  September  13,  1973,  for 

announcements  and  reports  of  recent 
administrative,  legislative,  and  program 
developments  and  closed  to  the  public 
from  9:30  a.m.-4:30  p.m.,  September  13, 
1973,  and  9:00  a.m.-4:30  p.m.,  Septem¬ 
ber  14,  1973,  to  review  grants  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  set  forth  in 
section  552(b)  4  of  Title  5  U.S.  Code 
and  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  space  available. 

The  NIMH  Information  Officer  who 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  the  committee  members 
is  Mr.  Ronald  E.  McMillen,  Acting  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Communications,  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  of  Mentai  Health,  Room 
15-105  Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  tele¬ 
phone  443-3600. 

The  Executive  Secretary  from  whom 
substantive  program  information  may  be 
obtained  is  Dr,  Robert  Markush,  Chief, 
Center  for  Epidemiologic  Studies,  NIMH, 
Room  10C09,  Parklawn  Building,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852,  tele¬ 
phone  443-3774. 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.242,  Mental  Health  Research 
Grants) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.73-18822  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


EXPERIMENTAL  PSYCHOLOGY  RESEARCH 
REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Ex¬ 
perimental  Psychology  Research  Review 
Committee,  National  Institute  of  Men¬ 
tal  Health,  September  14-15,  1973,  9:30 
a.m.-5:00  p.m.,  Dupont  Plaza  Hotel, 
Washington,  D.C.  This  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public  from  9:30  a.m.  to  10:00 


a.m.,  September  14,  1973,  for  announce¬ 
ments  and  reports  of  recent  adminis¬ 
trative,  legislative,  and  program  devel¬ 
opments  and  closed  to  the  public  from 
10:00  a.m.,  September  14  to  5:00  p.m., 
September  15,  1973,  to  review  grants  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  set  forth 
in  section  552(b)  4  of  Title  5  U.S.  Code 
and  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  space  available. 

The  NIMH  Information  Officer  who 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  committee  members  is  Mr. 
Ronald  E.  McMillen,  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Communications,  National  In¬ 
stitute  of  Mental  Health,  Room  15-105 
Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone 
443-3600. 

The  Executive  Secretary  from  whom 
substantive  program  information  may  be 
obtained  is  Dr.  John  T.  Hammack, 
Executive  Secretary,  Experimental  Psy¬ 
chology  Research  Review  Committee, 
Room  10-95  Parklawn  Building,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20852, 
telephone  443-3936. 

Dated  August  27, 1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.242  Mental  Health  Research 
Grants) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 
Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.73-18826  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


HEART  AND  LUNG  PROGRAM-PROJECT 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Heart 
and  Lung  Program-Project  Committee, 
National  Heart  and  Limg  Institute,  Sep¬ 
tember  28-29,  1973,  8:30  a.m..  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Building  31,  Con¬ 
ference  Room  9.  This  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public  from  8:30  a.m.  to 
9:30  a.m.,  September  28,  1973,  to  discuss 
administrative  and  program  details;  and 
closed  to  the  public  from  10:00  a.m.,  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1973,  until  the  adjournment 
on  September  29,  1973,  to  review  grants, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  section  552(b) 4  of  Title  5  U.S. 
Code  and  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463.  At¬ 
tendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

Mr.  Hugh  Jackson,  Information  Offi¬ 
cer,  NHLI,  NIH  Landow  Building,  Room 
C918,  phone  496-4236,  will  furnish  sum¬ 
maries  of  the  meeting  and  rosters  of  the 
committee  members.  Substantive  infor¬ 
mation  may  also  be  obtained  from  the 
Executive  Secretary,  Dr.  Arthur  W.  Mer- 
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rick,  NHLI,  NIH  Westwood  Building, 
Room  655,  phone  496-7351. 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Aeeistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.346,  National  Inetitutee  ot 
Health) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 
[FR  Doc.73-18814  FUed  9-5-73;8:45  am) 


INFORMATION  AND  RESOURCES 
SEGMENT  ADVISORY  GROUP 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  In¬ 
formation  and  Resources  Segment  Ad¬ 
visory  Group,  National  Cancer  Institute, 
September  6. 1973,  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.. 
National  Institute  of  Health,  Building 
31,  Conference  Room  3.  This  meeting  will 
be  open  to  the  public  from  9:00  to  10:00 
a.m.,  to  discuss  the  program  of  the  Seg¬ 
ment  and  closed  to  the  public  from  10:00 
a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.,  to  discuss  and  review 
approximately  ten  Request  for  Proposals 
in  the  field  of  Carcinogenesis  Research 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  section  552(b)  4  of  Title  5,  U.S. 
Code  and  section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L. 
92-463.  Attendance  by  the  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available. 

Mr.  Frank  Karel,  Associate  Director 
for  Public  Affairs,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Room  10A31.  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301- 
496-1911)  will  furnish  siunmaries  of  the 
open /closed  meeting  and  roster  of  com¬ 
mittee  members. 

Dr.  Marcia  D.  Litwack,  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary,  Landow  Building,  Room  A-306D, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014  (301-496-5471)  wUl 

provide  substantive  program  informa¬ 
tion. 

Dated  August  27,  1973, 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.73-18811  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


MENTAL  HEALTH  SERVICES  RESEARCH 
REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Mental  Health  Services  Research  Review 
Committee,  National  Institute  of  Mental 
Health,  September  10,  11,  and  12,  1973, 
8:30  a.m.,  Shoreham  Hotel,  Washington, 
D.C.  This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  from  8:30  a.m.  to  10:00  a.m., 
September  10,  1973,  for  announcements 
land  reports  of  recent  administrative, 
legislative,  and  program  developments 
and  closed  to  the  public  from  10:00  a.m., 
September  10,  1973,  to  5:30  p.m.  Septem¬ 
ber  12,  1973,  to  review  grants  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  set  forth  in 
section  552(b)  4  of  Title  5  U.S.  Code  and 
j  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 


Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  space  available. 

The  NIMH  Information  Officer  who 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  committee  members  is  Mr. 
Ronald  E.  McMillen,  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Communicaticms,  National  In¬ 
stitute  of  Mental  Health,  Room  15-105, 
Parklawn  Building.  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone 
443-3600. 

The  Executive  Secretary  from  whom 
substantive  program  information  may  be 
obtained  is  Mr.  James  T.  C^imiskey,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Secretary,  Mental  Health  Serv¬ 
ices  Research  Review  Committee,  Room 
llC-105,  Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fish¬ 
ers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20852, 
telephone  443-3628. 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.242  Mental  Health  Research 
Grants) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director. 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

(FR  Doc.73-18819  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


MENTAL  HEALTH  SMALL  GRANT 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Mental  Health  Small  Grant  Committee, 
National  Institute  of  Mental  Health, 
September  20-21,  1973,  at  the  Hotel 
Washington,  Washington,  D.C.  This 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public  from 
4  p.m.  to  5  p.m.,  September  20,  for  an¬ 
nouncements  and  reports  of  recent  ad¬ 
ministrative,  legislative,  and  program 
developments  and  closed  to  the  public 
from  10  a.m.,  to  4  p.m.,  September  20, 
1973,  and  9  a.m.,  to  5:30  p.m.,  Septem¬ 
ber  21,  1973,  to  review  grants  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  set  forth  in 
secticHi  552(b)  4  of  Title  5  U.S.  Code  and 
10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Attendance  by  the  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available. 

The  NIMH  Information  Officer  who 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  committee  members  is  Mr. 
Ronald  E.  McMillen,  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Communications,  National  In¬ 
stitute  of  Mental  Health,  Room  15-105 
Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone 
443-3600. 

The  Executive  Secretary  from  whom 
substantive  program  information  may  be 
obtained  is  Dr.  Stephanie  B.  Stolz,  Chief, 
Small  Grants  Section.  National  Institute 
of  Mental  Health,  5600  Plshers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone 
443-4337. 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.  242  Mental  Health  Research 
Grants) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

(FR  Doc.73-18803  Filed  9-5-73;8;45  ami 


METROPOLITAN  MENTAL  HEALTH 
PROBLEMS  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Metro¬ 
politan  Mental  Health  Problems  Review 
Committee,  Naticmal  Institute  of  Mental 
Health  on  September  10,  1973,  from 
9:00  a.m.  to  6:00  p.m.  at  the  Sheraton- 
Silver  luring  Motor  Inn,  8727  Colesville 
Road,  Silver  Spring,  Maryland.  This 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public  from 
9:00  a.m.  to  10:00  a.m.  on  September  10, 
1973,  for  announcements  and  reports  of 
recent  administrative,  legislative,  and 
program  developments  and  closed  to  the 
public  from  10:00  a.m.  to  6:00  p.m.  on 
that  date  to  review  grants  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  set  forth  in  section 
552(b)  4  of  Title  5  U.S.  Code  and  10(d) 
of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Attendance  by  the  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available. 

The  NIMH  Information  Officer  who 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  committee  members  is  Mr. 
Ronald  E.  McMillen,  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Communications,  National  In¬ 
stitute  of  Mental  Health,  Room  15-105 
Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone 
443-3600. 

The  Executive  Secretary  from  whom 
substantive  program  information  may  be 
obtained  is  Mr.  A.  Robert  E*olcari,  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary,  Center  for  Studies  of 
Metropolitan  Problems,  National  In¬ 
stitute  of  Mental  Health,  Room  12C-16 
Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone 
443-3373. 

Dated  August  27, 1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.242) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 
Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

(FR  Doc.73-18828  Piled  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


NARCOTIC  ADDICTION  AND  DRUG  ABUSE 
REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Nar¬ 
cotic  Addiction  and  Drug  Abuse  Review 
Committee,  National  Institute  of  Mental 
Health,  September  19-21, 1973,  9:00  a.m., 
Parklawn  Building,  Rockville,  Maryland. 
This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  9:00  a.m.  to  10:00  a.m.,  September 
19,  for  announcements  and  reports  of 
recent  administrative,  legislative,  and 
program  developments  and  closed  to  the 
public  from  10:00  a.m.,  September  19  to 
5:00  p.m.,  September  21  to  review  grants 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  section  552(b)  4  of  Title  5  U.S. 
Code  and  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  space  available. 

The  NIMH  Information  Officer  who 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  committee  members  is  Mr. 
Ronald  E.  McMillen,  Acting  Director,  Of- 
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flee  of  Communications,  National  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Mental  Health,  Room  15-1Q5 
Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone 
443-3600. 

The  Executive  Secretary  from  whom 
substantive  program  information  may  be 
obtained  is  Miss  Dorothea  de  Zafra, 
Room  13-33  Parklawn  Building,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20852, 
telephone  443-1556. 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.242) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[PR  Doc.73-18821  PUed  9-5-73:8:45  am) 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  NEUROLOGICAL 
DISEASES  AND  STROKE  COUNCIL 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  special  meeting  of 
the  National  Advisory  Neurological  Dis¬ 
eases  and  Stroke  Coimcil,  September  6, 
1973,  at  8:30  a.m.,  in  Conference  Room  9, 
Building  31-C,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland.  This  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  open  to  the  public.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  special  meeting  is  to  discuss 
program  planning  and  extramural  grant 
and  contract  activities  of  the  Institute 
for  Fiscal  Year  1974.  Attendance  by  the 
public  will  be  limited  to  space  available. 

1.  The  Institute  Information  Officer 
who  will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  and  rosters  of  committee  members 
is:  Mrs.  Ruth  Dudley,  Building  31,  Room 
8A03,  phone:  496-5751. 

2.  The  Executive  Secretary  from  whom 
substantive  program  information  may  be 
obtained  is:  Dr.  Murray  Gtoldstein,  Room 
757,  Westwood  Building,  NIH,  phone: 
496-7705. 

Dated  August  27, 1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.356,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

(PR  Doc.73-18831  Piled  9-6-73:8:46  am] 


NEUROPSYCHOLOGY  RESEARCH  REVIEW 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Neu¬ 
ropsychology  Research  Review  Commit¬ 
tee,  National  Institute  of  Mental  Health, 
September  13-15,  1973,  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00 
p.m.,  Dupont  Plaza  Hotel,  Washington, 
D.C.  This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  from  9:00  a.m.  to  10:00  a.m.,  Sep¬ 
tember  13,  1973,  for  announcements  and 
reports  of  recent  administrative,  legisla¬ 
tive,  and  program  developments  and 
closed  to  the  public  from  10:00  a.m.  Sep¬ 
tember  13  to  4:00  p.m.  September  15, 
1973,  to  review  grants  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  set  forth  in  section  552(b) 
4  of  Title  5  n.S.  Code  and  10(d)  of 


NOTICES 

Pub.  L.  92-463.  Attendance  by  the  public 
will  be  limited  to  space  available. 

The  NIMH  Information  Officer  who 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  committee  members  is 
Mr.  Ronald  E.  McMillen,  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Communication,  National  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Mental  Health,  Room  15-105 
Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone 
443-3600. 

The  Executive  Secretary  from  whom 
substantive  program  information  may  be 
obtained  is  Dr.  Leonard  Lash,  Executive 
Secretary,  Neuropsychology  Research 
Review  Committee,  Room  10-95  Park¬ 
lawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rock¬ 
ville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone  443- 
3936. 

Dated  August  27, 1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.242  Mental  Health  Research 
Grants) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

(PR  Doc.73-18824  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


PERSONALITY  AND  COGNITION 
RESEARCH  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Per¬ 
sonality  and  Cognition  Research  Review 
Committee,  National  Institute  of  Mental 
Health,  September  22-23,  1973,  9:00 
a.m.-5:00  p.m..  Holiday  Inn,  Silver 
Spring,  Maryland.  This  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public  from  9:00  a.m.  to  9:30 
a.m.,  September  22,  1973,  for  announce¬ 
ments  and  reports  of  recent  administra¬ 
tive,  legislative,  and  program  develop¬ 
ments  and  closed  to  the  public  from  9:30 
a.m.,  September  22  to  5:00  p.m.,  Septem¬ 
ber  23,  1973,  to  review  grants  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  set  forth  in  sec¬ 
tion  552(b)  4  of  Title  5  U.S.  Code  and 
10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Attendance  by  the  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available. 

The  NIMH  Information  Officer  who 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  committee  members  is  Mr. 
Ronald  E.  McMillen,  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Communications,  National  In¬ 
stitute  of  Mental  Health,  Room  15-105 
Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone 
443-3600. 

The  Executive  Secretary  from  whom 
substantive  program  information  may  be 
obtained  is  Dr.  E.  Wayne  Herron,  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary,  Personality  and  Cognition 
Research  Review  Committee,  Room  lOC- 
06  Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone 
443-3942. 

Dated  August  27, 1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.242  Mental  Health  Research 
Grants) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[PR  Doc.73-18826  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


24239 

PRECLINICAL  PSYCHOPHARMACOLOGY 
RESEARCH  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Pre- 
clinical  Psychopharmacology  Research 
Review  Committee,  National  Institute  of 
Mental  Health,  September  17-18,  1973, 
9:00  a.m..  Conference  Room  C,  Parklawn 
Building,  Rockville,  Maryland.  This 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public  from 
9:00  a.m.  to  9:30  a.m.  on  September  17, 
1973,  for  announcements  and  reports  of 
recent  administrative,  legislative,  and 
program  developments  and  closed  to  the 
public  from  9:30  a.m.  on  September  17, 
1973,  to  5:00  p.m.  on  September  18,  1973, 
to  review  grants  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  set  forth  in  section  552(b)  4  of 
Title  5  U.S.  Code  and  10(d)  of  Pub.  L, 
92-463. 

Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  lim- 
ted  to  space  available. 

The  NIMH  Information  Officer  who 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  committee  members  is  Mr. 
Ronald  E.  McMillen,  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Communications,  National  In¬ 
stitute  of  Mental  Health,  Room  15-105 
Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone 
443-3600. 

The  Executive  Secretary  from  whom 
substantive  pre^ram  information  may  be 
obtained  is  Dr.  Earl  Usdin,  Executive 
Secretary  and  Chief,  Pharmacology  Sec¬ 
tion,  Psychopharmacology  Research 
Branch,  National  Institute  of  Mental 
Health,  Room  9-95,  Parklawn  Building, 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland 
20852,  telephone  301-443-3948. 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.242  Mental  Health  Research 
Grants) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

(FR  Doc.73-18823  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


SOCIAL  PROBLEMS  RESEARCH 
REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Social 
Problems  Research  Review  Committee, 
National  Institute  of  Mental  Health, 
September  10-11,  1973,  9:00  a.m.,  May¬ 
flower  Hotel,  Washington,  D.C.  This 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public  from 
9:00  to  9:30  a.m..  September  10,  for  an¬ 
nouncements  and  reports  of  recent  ad¬ 
ministrative,  legislative,  and  program 
developments  and  closed  to  the  public 
from  9:30  a.m.  to  6:00  p.m.  on  September 
10  and  from  9:00  a.m.  to  6:00  p.m.  on 
September  11  to  review  grants  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  set  forth  in 
section  552(b)  4  of  Title  5  U.S.  Code  and 
10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463.  Attendance  by 
the  public  will  be  limited  to  space  avail¬ 
able. 

The  NIMH  Information  Officer  who 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  committee  members  is  Mr. 
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NOTICES 


Ronald  E.  McMillan,  Acting  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Communications,  National  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Mental  Health,  Room  15-105 
Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone 
443-3600. 

The  Acting  Executive  Secretary  from 
whom  substantive  program  information 
may  be  obtained  is  Mr.  Edward  J.  Flsrnn, 
Acting  Chief,  Applied  Research  Branch, 
Division  of  Extramural  Research  Pro¬ 
grams,  National  Institute  of  Mental 
Health,  Room  10-99  Parklawn  Building, 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland 
20852,  telephone  443-3566. 

Dated  August  27, 1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.242) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.73-18817  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


SOCIAL  SCIENCES  RESEARCH  REVIEW 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Social 
Sciences  Research  Review  Committee, 
National  Institute  of  Mental  Health, 
September  20-21,  1973,  9:00  a.m.-5:00 
pm..  Holiday  Inn,  Chevy  Chase,  Mary¬ 
land.  This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  from  9:00  a.m.  to  9:30  a.m.,  Sep¬ 
tember  20,  1973,  for  annoimcements  and 
reports  of  recent  administrative,  legisla¬ 
tive,  and  program  developments  and 
clos^  to  the  public  from  9:30  a.m., 
September  20  to  5:00  p.m.,  September  21, 
1973,  to  review  grants  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  set  forth  in  section  552 
(b)4  of  Title  5  U  S.  Code  and  10(d)  of 
Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Attendance  by  the  public  w’ill  be  limi¬ 
ted  to  space  available. 

The  NIMH  Information  Officer  who 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  committee  members  is  Mr. 
Ronald  E.  McMillen,  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Comunications,  National  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Mental  Health,  Room  15-105 
Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone 
443-3600. 

The  Acting  Executive  Secretary  from 
whom  substantive  program  information 
may  be  obtained  is  Dr.  David  Pearl,  Act¬ 
ing  Executive  Secretary,  Social  Sciences 
Research  Review  Committee,  Room 
lOOC-06,  Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fish¬ 
ers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20852, 
telephone  443-3942. 

Dated  August  27, 1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.242  Mental  Health  Research 
Drants) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 
Acting  Deputy  Director. 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.73-18827  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


TRANSPLANTATION  AND  IMMUNOLOGY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  Is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Transplantation  and  Immunology  Com¬ 
mittee,  National  Institute  of  Allergy  and 
Infectioiis  Diseases,  S^tember  19-20, 
1973,  8:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m..  National  In¬ 
stitutes  of  Health,  Building  31,  Room  7A- 
24.  This  meeting  will  be  or>en  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  from  8:30  a.m.  to  12:00  noon  on  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  and  from  1:00  p.m.  to  5:00 
p.m.  on  September  20  to  discuss  reports 
of  1973  activities  and  possible  new  pro¬ 
grams  for  F^  1974  and  closed  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  from  1:00  p.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  on  Sep¬ 
tember  19  and  from  8:30  a.m.  to  12:00 
noon  on  September  20,  to  review  con¬ 
tracts  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
set  forth  in  secti(xi  552(b)  4  of  Title  5 
U.S.  Code  and  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

Mr.  Robert  Schreiber,  Information  Of¬ 
ficer,  National  Institute  of  Allergy  and 
Infectious  Diseases,  Building  31,  Room 
7A-34,  phone  496-5717  will  furnish  sum¬ 
maries  of  the  meeting  and  rosters  of 
committee  members. 

Dr.  Donald  Kayhoe,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Transplantation  and  Im- 
mimology  Committee,  National  Institute 
of  Allergy  and  Infectious  Diseases,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  Building  31, 
Room  7A-23,  phone  496-4733,  will  fur¬ 
nish  substantive  program  information. 

Dated  August  27, 1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Dcnnestlc  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13-301,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.73-18804  FUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


VISION  RESEARCH  PROGRAM  COMMIT¬ 
TEE  OF  THE  NATIONAL  EYE  INSTITUTE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Vi¬ 
sion  Research  Program  Committee  of 
the  National  Eye  Institute  on  Septem¬ 
ber  21,  1973,  8:30  a.m..  National  Insti¬ 
tutes  of  Health,  Building  31,  Conference 
Room  2.  This  meeting  will  be  open  to 
the  public  from  8:30  a.m.  to  9:45  a.m. 
on  September  21,  for  discussion  on  sta¬ 
tus  of  NEI  contract  activities,  new  pro¬ 
grams,  and  future  (Nxnmittee  activities. 


The  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public 
from  9:45  a.m.  to  approximately  12  noon 
to  review  grant  applications  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  set  forth  in 
Section  552(b)  4  of  Title  5  U.S.  Code 
and  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463.  Attendance 
by  the  public  will  be  limited  to  space 
available. 

Mr.  Julian  Morris,  Information  Officer, 
NEI,  Building  31,  Room  6A-27,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  496-5248,  wUl  fur¬ 
nish  summaries  of  the  meeting  and  ros¬ 
ters  of  the  committee  members.  Sub¬ 
stantive  program  information  may  also 
be  obtained  from  Dr.  Samuel  Schwartz, 
Chief,  Scientific  Programs  Branch,  NEI, 
Building  31,  Room  6A-47,  National  Insti¬ 
tutes  of  Health,  496-5301. 

Dated  August  27,  1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.331,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 
Acting  Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.73-18815  FUed  9-5-73:8:46  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 
Notice  of  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  meetings  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  study  sections  and  the  individuals 
from  whom  summaries  of  meetings  and 
rosters  of  committee  members  may  be 
obtained. 

The  Information  Office  of  the  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Research  Grants,  Mr.  Richard 
Turlington,  will  furnish  summaries  of 
the  closed  meetings  and  rosters  of  com¬ 
mittee  members.  Substantive  informa¬ 
tion  may  be  obtained  from  each  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary  whose  name,  room  number 
and  telephfxie  extension  are  listed  below 
his  Study  Section.  Mr.  Turlington  and 
the  Executive  Secretaries  are  all  located 
in  the  Westwood  Building,  National  In¬ 
stitutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20014.  Mr.  Turlin^n’s  room  number  is 
433,  telephone  496-7441. 

These  meetings  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  to  discuss  administrative  details  re¬ 
lating  to  Study  Section  business  for  ap¬ 
proximately  one  hour  at  the  beginning 
of  the  first  session  of  the  first  day  of  the 
meeting  and  closed  thereafter  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  set  forth  in 
section  552(b)  4  of  Title  5  US.  C!ode 
and  section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463  in 
order  to  review,  discuss  and  evaluate 
and/or  rank  grant  applications.  Attend¬ 
ance  by  the  public  will  be  limited  to 
space  available. 


study  section 


Date  Time  Location  of  meeting 


Allergy  and  immunology.  Dr.  Mischa  E.  Fried¬ 
man,  room  320,  telephone  496-7380. 

Applied  physiology  and  bioengineering,  Mrs.  Ilecn 
E.  Stewart,  room  318,  telephone  496-7861. 
Barteriology  and  mycology,  Dr.  Milton  Gordon, 
room  telephone  49^7840. 

Biochemistry,  Dr.  William  R.  Sanslone,  room  380, 
telephone  496-7816. 

Biomedical  communications,  Mrs.  Been  E. 

Stewart,  room  318,  telephone  496-7681. 
Biophysics  and  biophysical  chemistry  A,  Dr. 
Irvin  Fuhr,  room  237,  telephone  496-7060. 


Sept.  20-22.... 
Sept.  30-21.... 

Sept.  13-15 _ 

Sept.  21-23.... 

Sept.  18 . 

Sept.  14-18.... 


8: 45  Linden  Hill,  Terrace  Room,  Bethesda, 
Md. 

9:00  Room  3,  bldg.  31,  Bethesda,  Md. 

8:30  Holiday  Inn,  Lobby  Room,  Chevy 
Chase,  Md. 

9:00  Holiday  Inn,  Franklin  Room,  Chevy 
Chase,  Md. 

9:00  Room  9,  bldg.  31,  C-wlng,  Bethesda, 
Md. 

9:00  Shoreham  Hotel,  Board  Room,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 
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study  section 


Date  Tima  Location  of  meeting 


Biophysics  and  biopliysical  chemistry  B,  Dr.  John 
B.  Woill,  room  233,  telephone  496-7W0. 

Cardiovascular  and  pulmonary,*  Dr.  Wendell  H. 
Kyle,  room  33tf,  telephone  41^7901. 

Cardiovascular  and  renal,*  Dr.  Floyd  O.  Atchley, 
room  33!!,  telephone  496^7901. 

Cell  biology.  Dr.  Kvelyn  A.  Uorensteln,  room  238, 
telephone  496-7020. 

Communicative  sciences,  Mr.  Frederick  J.  Outtcr, 
room  321,  teUmhone  496-7550. 

Computer  and  biomathematical  sciences.  Dr. 
Bernice  8.  Lipkin,  room  310,  telephone  49^7568. 

Dental,  Dr.  Ethel  B.  Jackson,  room  234,  telephone 
496-7818. 

Developmental  behavioral  sciences.  Dr.  Bertie  II. 
R.  Woolf,  room  236,  telephone  40^7471. 

Epidemiology  and  disease  control,  Mr.  Qlenn  Q. 
Lamsonj  Jr.,  room  236,  telephone  496-7471. 

£xi>erimenlal  psychology.  Dr.  A.  Keith  Murray, 
room  220,  telephone  496-7004. 

Experimental  therapeutics.  Dr.  Aime  R.  Bourke, 
room  319,  telephone  496-7839. 

General  medicine  A,  Dr.  Harold  M.  Davidson, 
room  354,  telephone  496-7797. 

General  medicine  B,  Dr.  William  F.  Davis,  Jr., 
room  322,  telephone  496-7730. 

Genetics,  Dr.  Katherine  8.  Wilson,  room  849, 
telephone  496-7271. 

nematology.  Dr.  Joseph  E.  Ilayes,  Jr.,  room  355, 
telephone  496-7508. 

Human  embryology  and  development.  Dr.  Samuel 
Moss,  room  221,  telephone  49^7597. 

Immunol>iology,  Dr.  James  H.  Turner,  room  A-25, 
telephone  496-7780. 

Medicinal  chemistry  A,  Dr.  Asher  A.  Hyatt,  room 
222,  telephone  496-73M. 

Medicinal  chemistry  B,  Mr.  Richard  P.  Bratzel, 
room  222,  telephone  49^7286. 

Metalmlism,  Dr.  Robert  M.  Leonard,  room  218, 


Sept.  28-29.  .a 
Sept.  20-22..a 
Sept.  27-29.  .a 
Sept.  13-15.  .a 

Sept.  14-16 _ a  ” 

Sept.  17-19.^3 
Sept.  25-27.  ..a 
Sept.  20-22.. a 

Sept.  12-14.  .a 
Sept.  13-15.  _i- 

Sept.  23-26 _ : 

Sept.  6-8.  .aa 
Sept.  20-22. 
Sept.  19-21. a.- 

Sept.  20-22. _ 

. do . . 

Sept.  21-33. _ 

Sept.  13-15 _ 

Sept.  20-22... 


teleplione  496-7001. 

Microbial  chemistry.  Dr.  Gustave  Silber,  room . do . 

3.57,  telephone  496-7130. 

Molecular  biology.  Dr.  Donald  T.  Disque,  room  Sept.  13-15.... 
328,  telephone  496-7830. 

Neurology  A,  Dr.  William  E.  Morris,  room  326,  Sept.  20-22 - 

telephone  496-7095. 

Neurology  B,  Dr.  William  E.  Morris  (acting),  room . do. . 

326,  telephone  496-7095. 

Nutrition,  Dr.  John  R.  Schubert,  room,  206,  tele-  Sept.  24-26.... 


phone  496-7318. 

Pathology  A,  Dr.  William  B.  Savchuck,  room  337, 
telephone  496-7305. 

Pathology  B,  Dr.  James  K.  MacNamee,  room  352, 
telephone  496-7244. 

Pharmacology,  Dr.  Lawrence  M.  Petnicelli,  room 
834,  telephone  496-7408. 

Physiological  chemistry.  Dr.  Robert  L.  Ingram, 
room  838,  telephone  496-7837. 

Physiology,  Dr.  Clara  E.  Hamilton,  room  219,  tele¬ 
phone  4<»6-7878. 

Population  research.  Miss  Carol  A.  Campbell,  room 
210,  telephone  496-7140. 

Radiation,  Dr.  Robert  L.  Straube,  room  248,  tele¬ 
phone  4!t6-7510. 

Reproductive  biology.  Dr,  Robert  T.  Hill,  room 
206,  telephone  496-7318. 

Surgery  A,  Dr.  Raymond  J.  Helvig,  room  336, 
telephone  496-7771. 

Surgery  B,  Dr.  Joe  W.  Atkinson,  room  348,  tele¬ 
phone  496-7506. 

Toxicology,  Dr.  Rob.  8.  McCutcheon,  room  226, 
telephone  496-7570. 

Virology,  Dr.  Claire  H.  Winestock,  room  840,  tele¬ 
phone  496-7128. 

Visual  sciences  A,  Dr.  Orvil  E.  A.  Bolduan,  room 
2A-05,  telephone  496-7180. 

Visual  sciences  B,  Dr.  Marie  A.  Jakus,  room  353, 
telephone  496-7251. 


Segt.  13-14 _ 

Sept.  13-15 _ .- 

Sept.  20-22.^ 
Sept.  21-22.. _j 
Sept.  28-30..;;; 

Sept.  18-15. _ 

Sept.  19-21 _ : 

Sept.  7-8 _ ; 

Sept.  7-8. 

Sept.  20-22. _ 

Sept.  13-15...;; 
Sept.  13-14..= 
Sept.  20-22....- 


630  Room  7,  bldg.  31,  C-wlng,  Betbesda, 
Md. 

830  Hobday  Inn,  Spring  Room  W,  Silver 
Spring,  Md. 

830  Holiday  Inn,  Montgomery  Room, 
Betbesda,  Md. 

9K)0  Hobday  Inn,  Frankbn  Room,  Chevy 
Chase,  Md. 

2M  Room  10,  bldg.  31,  C-wing,  Betbesda, 
Md. 

9.00  Room  8,  bldg.  31,  C-wlng,  Betbesda, 
Md. 

9:00  Room  10,  bldg.  31,  C-wlng,  Betbesda, 
Md. 

830  Sboreham  Hotel  and  Motor  Inn,  Club 
Room  B,  Washington,  D.C. 

8.30  Shoreham  Hotel,  Club  Room  A, 
Washington,  D.C. 

9:30  Shoreham  Hotel,  Caucus  Room, 
Wasldngton,  D.C. 

9:00  Room  4,  bldg.  31,  Betbesda,  Md. 

8:30  Holiday  Inn,  Montgomery  Room, 
Betbesda,  Md. 

10:00  Room  8,  bldg.  31,  C-wlng,  Betbesda, 
Md. 

930  Room  9,  bldg.  31,  C-wlng,  Betbesda, 
Md. 

9:00  Holiday  Inn,  Adams  Room,  Chevy 
Chase,  Md. 

9:00  Room  6,  bldg.  81,  C-wing,  Betbesda, 
Md. 

9:00  Kenwood  County  Club,  Pine  Room, 
Betbesda,  Md. 

2:00  Hobday  Inn,  Woodmont  Room  W, 
Betbesda,  Md. 

9:00  Room  8,  bldg.  31,  C-wing,  Betbesda, 
Md. 

8:30  Sheraton-Silver  Spring  Motor  Inn, 
Counsel  Room,  Silver  Spring,  Md. 

8:30  Holiday  Inn,  Lobby  Room,  Chevy 
Chase,  Md. 

9:00  Room  7,  bldg.  31,  C-wlng,  Betbesda, 
Md. 

9:00  Room  4,  bldg.  31,  Betbesda,  Md. 

8:30  Sheraton,  Board  Room,  Silver  Spring, 
Md. 

8:30  Room  9,  bldg.  31,  C-wing,  Betbesda, 
Md. 

9:00  Kenwood  Country  Club,  Pine  Room, 
Betheeda,  Md. 

8:30  Shoreham  Hotel,  Board  Room,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

9:00  Room  9,  bldg.  31,  C-wing,  Betbesda, 
Md. 

9:00  Hobday  Inn,  Adams  Room,  Chevy 
Cha.se,  Md. 

9:00  Room  10,  bldg.  31,  C-wing,  Betbesda, 
Md. 

9:00  Room  8,  bldg.  31,  C-wlng,  Betbesda, 
Md. 

9:00  Shoreham  Hotel,  Exeeutlve  Boom, 
Washington,  D.C. 

9:00  Holiday  Inn,  Woodmont  East  Room 
Betbesda,  -Md. 

8:30  Sheraton,  Counsel  Room,  Silver 
Spring,  Md. 

8:30  Sheraton,  Quorum  Room,  Silver 
Spring,  Md. 

8:30  Room  7,  bldg.  31,  Betbesda,  Md. 

9:00  Room  6,  bldg.  31,  C-wing,  Betbesda, 
Md. 

9:00  Hobday  Inn,  Spring  Room,  Silver 
Spring,  Md. 

9:00  Room  8,  bldg.  31,  C-wing,  Betbesda, 

•  Md. 


*  Formerly  cardiovascular  and  pulmonary  research  A. 

*  Formerly  cardiovascular  and  pulmonary  research  B. 

Dated  August  27. 1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Program  Nos.  13.101-13.371,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Robert  W.  Berliner, 

Acting  Deputy  Director. 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 
(FR  Doc.73-18833  FUed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  (PUBLIC 
AFFAIRS) 

Statement  of  Mission,  Organization,  and 
Functions 

Part  1  of  the  Statement  of  Mission, 
Organization,  and  Functions  for  the  De¬ 


partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Office  of  the  Secretary,  is 
amended  to  change  Chapter  IH  Assistant 
Secretary  (Public  Affairs) .  The  amended 
Chapter  reads  as  follows: 

Section  1-H.OO  Mission. — ^The  As- 
cdstant  Secretary  for  Public  Affairs 
serves  as  the  principal  advisor  to  the 


Secretary  on  matters  pertaining  to  the 
Department’s  public  affairs.  His  mission 
is  to  devise,  foster,  direct,  and  coordinate 
programs  and  activities  which  will  in¬ 
crease  the  public’s  knowledge  and  under¬ 
standing  of  the  services  the  Department 
provides. 

Sec,  1-H.lO  Organization. — The  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Public  Affairs  re¬ 
ports  to  the  Secretary  and  directs  the 
Office  of  Public  Affairs  which  consists 
of: 

Editorial  Operations  Division 
Service  Support  Division 
Public  Information  Division 
Audiovisual  Communications  Division 

Sec.  1-H.20  Functions. — A.  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Public  Affairs. — 1.  Provides 
executive  leadership,  policy  direction, 
and  management  strategy  for  the  De¬ 
partment’s  public  affairs  programs  and 
activities. 

2.  Counsels  and  acts  for  the  Secretary 
and  his  staff  in  carrying  out  responsibili¬ 
ties  under  statutes.  Presidential  direc¬ 
tives,  and  Secretarial  orders  for  inform¬ 
ing  the  general  public,  specific  publics, 
DHEW  employees,  and  other  Federal 
employees  of  the  programs,  policies,  and 
services  of  the  Department. 

3.  Establishes  and  enforces  policies 
and  practices  which  produce  a  clear,  effi¬ 
cient,  and  consistent  flow  of  information 
to  the  general  public  and  other  audi¬ 
ences  about  Department  programs  and 
activities. 

4.  Manages  and  directs  the  activities 
of  the  Office  of  Public  Affairs.  For  all 
public  affairs  elements  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  has  concurrence  or  signoff  author¬ 
ity  over  staffing  levels,  budget,  and  selec¬ 
tion  of  key  personnel;  establishes  general 
operating  policies  and  guidelines;  piar- 
ticipates  in  the  development  of  major 
Public  Affairs  materials  and  plans. 

B.  Editorial  Operations  Division. — 1. 
Develops  and  coordinates  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  Department  policies,  plans,  and 
strategies  for  dissemination  of  informa¬ 
tion  to  the  public. 

2.  Plans  the  preparation  of,  coordinates 
the  gathering  of  material  for,  edits,  and 
produces  publications  with  Department¬ 
wide  implications,  such  as  the  HEW 
Newsletter, 

3.  Directs  the  HEW  Speakers’  Bureau. 
Prepares  speech  material  and  back¬ 
ground  information  for  the  Secretary 
and  other  key  DHEW  officials. 

4.  Conducts  research  and  prepares 
fact  sheets  on  various  elements  of  the 
Department  for  dissemination  internally 
and  externally. 

C.  Service  Support  Division. — 1.  De¬ 
velops  and  implements  policies  and  prac¬ 
tices  for  coordination,  reviewing,  and 
approving  publishing  plans  and  activities 
of  the  operating  agencies  and  regional 
offices. 

2.  Reviews  and  approves  distribution 
plans  for  publications  produced  by  the 
Department. 

3.  Maintains  constant  liaison  with 
public  affairs  and  other  key  officials  in 
the  operating  agencies  and  regional 
offices  to  foster  informational  programs 
and  activities. 
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4.  Provides  direction  and  technical  as¬ 
sistance  to  operating  agencies  and  re¬ 
gional  offices  on  the  management  of  pub- 
Uc  affairs  programs  and  activities. 

5.  Elstablishes  and  maintains  stand¬ 
ards,  procedures,  and  systems  governing 
the  management  of  public  affairs  opera¬ 
tions  within  the  Department. 

6.  Evaluates  public  affairs  programs 
and  operations  for  accuracy  and  effec¬ 
tiveness. 

7.  Carries  out  projects  on  special  in¬ 
formation  programs. 

D.  Public  Information  Division. — 1. 
Provides  information  to  the  news  gather¬ 
ing  and  reporting  media,  on  HEW  activi¬ 
ties  on  a  daily  basis. 

2.  Prepares  new  releases  and  other 
news  material  issued  by  the  Secretary 
and  other  key  officials  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment. 

3.  Provides  central  review  and  coordi¬ 
nation  of  news  releases  and  other  news 
material  issued  by  the  operating  agen¬ 
cies  and  regional  offices. 

4.  Coordinates  and  arranges  news  con¬ 
ferences,  briefings,  interviews,  and  ap¬ 
pearances  of  the  Secretary  and  other 
key  HEW  officials  on  radio  and  televi¬ 
sion  and  with  the  print  media. 

E.  Audiovisual  Communications  Divi¬ 
sion. — 1.  Develops  and  implements  poli¬ 
cies  and  guidelines  on  the  use  of  audio¬ 
visual  material  in  fostering  HEW  pro¬ 
grams  and  projects. 

2.  Provides  technical  assistance  to 
operating  agencies  and  regional  offices 
on  the  application  of  audiovisual  tech¬ 
niques  and  the  production  of  audiovisual 
material. 

3.  Reviews  and  approves  plans  of  oper¬ 
ating  agencies  and  regional  offices  to 
produce  and  use  audiovisual  materials. 

4.  Provides  complete  audiovisual  serv¬ 
ices  as  required,  including  the  planning 
and  production  of  audiovisual  material 
for  use  by  the  media  and  the  overseeing 
of  production  of  audiovisual  materials 
by  contractors. 

Dated  August  31,  1973. 

Robert  H.  Marik, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 
[PR  Doc.73-18878  FUed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 

PRESIDENT’S  COMMITTEE  ON  MENTAL 
RETARDATION 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  President’s  Committee  on  Mental 
Retardation  was  established  to  provide 
advice  and  assistance  in  the  area  of 
mental  retardation  to  the  President  in¬ 
cluding  evaluation  of  the  adequacy  of 
the  national  effort  to  combat  mental 
retardation;  coordination  of  activities  of 
Federal  agencies;  provision  of  adequate 
liaison  between  Federal  activities  and 
related  activities  of  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments,  foundations  and  private  orga¬ 
nizations;  develop  information  designed 
for  dissemination  to  the  general  public. 
The  Committee  will  meet  Friday  and 
Saturday,  September  21-22,  1973,  from 
9:00  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.  in  Kansas  City, 
Missouri,  at  the  Crown  Center  Hotel.  The 
Committee  will  discuss  health,  educa¬ 


tion,  services,  and  legal  rights  as  they  re¬ 
late  to  the  mentally  retarded.  These 
meetings  are  open  to  the  public. 

Dated  August  28,  1973. 

Fred  J.  Krattse, 
Executive  Director,  President’s 
Committee  on  Mental  Retar¬ 
dation. 

IPR  Doc.73-18879  FUed  9-5-73;8:46  am] 

Social  Security  Administration 

HEALTH  INSURANCE  BENEFITS 
ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
Pub.  L.  92-463,  that  the  Health  Insur¬ 
ance  Benefits  Advisory  Council,  estab¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  section  1867  of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  as  amended,  which 
advises  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare  on  Medicare  and  Med¬ 
icaid  matters,  will  meet  on  Friday,  Sep¬ 
tember  21,  1973,  at  9  a.m.  in  Room  4131 
of  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare’s  North  Building,  Third  and 
C  Streets  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201. 

The  Council  will  consider  matters  re¬ 
lating  to  the  Medicare  and  Medicaid 
programs.  Also,  the  Mental  Health  Com¬ 
mittee  of  HIBAC  which  is  studying  the 
coverage  of  mental  illness  under  Medi¬ 
care  will  meet  in  the  aforementioned 
room  during  the  Coimcil’s  break  for 
lunch.  The  Committee  will  consider  mat¬ 
ters  relating  to  the  study. 

Both  of  these  meetings  are  open  to  the 
public. 

Further  information  on  the  Council 
may  be  obtained  from  Mr.  Max  Perlman, 
Executive  Secretary,  Health  Insurance 
Benefits  Advisory  Coimcil,  Room  585, 
East  Building,  Social  Security  Adminis¬ 
tration,  6401  Security  Boulevard,  Balti¬ 
more,  Maryland  21235,  telephone 
■301-594-9134.  Members  of  the  public 
planning  to  attend  should  send  written 
notice  of  intent  to  the  Executive 
Secretary. 

Dated  August  30, 1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Nos.  13.800,  Health  Insurance  for  the 
Aged — Supplementary  Medical  Insurance; 
and  13.714,  Medical  Assistance  Program) 

•  Max  Perlman, 
Executive  Secretary.  Health  In¬ 
surance  Benefits  Advisory 
Council. 

I FR Doc.73-18872  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration 

(Docket  No.  NPD-123:  FDAA-399-DR] 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Major  Disaster 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  for  the  State 
of  New  Hampshire,  dated  July  11,  1973, 
and  published  July  18,  1973  (38  FR 
19148)  is  hereby  amended.  Notice  Is 
hereby  given  that  on  August  28, 1973,  the 


President  amended  his  declaration  of  a 
major  disaster  of  July  11,  1973,  for  New 
Hampshire  as  follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  damage  in  cer¬ 
tain  areas  of  the  State  of  New  Hampshire 
resulting  from  severe  storms  and  flooding 
during  the  period  August  2-4,  1973,  is  of 
sufficient  severity  and  magnitude  to  war¬ 
rant  amendment  of  my  July  11,  1973,  decla¬ 
ration  of  a  major  disaster.  Tou  are  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  speciflc  areas  within  the  State 
eligible  for  Federal  assistance  under  this 
amendment. 

In  order  to  provide  Federal  assistance,  you 
are  hereby  authorized  to  extend  the  inci¬ 
dence  period  to  Include  that  time  period,  as 
requested  by  Gtovernor  Thomson,  and  to 
allocate,  from  funds  available  for  these  pur¬ 
poses,  such  amounts  as  you  And  necessary 
for  Federal  disaster  assistance  and  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
add  the  incidence  period  of  August  2-4, 
1973,  due  to  severe  storms  and  flooding 
in  Hillsborough  County,  New  Hampshire. 

Dated  August  29, 1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  60.002,  Disaster  Assistance) 

William  E.  Crockett, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal 

Disaster  Assistance  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.73-18849  Piled  9-5-73:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  NFD-124] 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Major  Disaster 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  for  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania,  dated  July  18, 1973,  and 
published  July  24,  1973  (38  FR  19852). 
and  amended  July  24,  1973,  and  pub¬ 
lished  July  31,  1973  (38  FR  20359),  is 
hereby  further  amended.  Notice  is  hereby 
given  that  on  August  23,  1973,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  amended  his  declaration  of  a  major 
disaster  of  July  17,  1973,  for  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  as  follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  damage  in 
certain  areas  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  re¬ 
sulting  from  severe  storms  and  flooding  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  August  2-3,  1973,  is  of  suffi¬ 
cient  severity  and  magnitude  to  warrant 
amendment  of  my  July  17,  1973,  declaration 
of  a  major  disaster.  Tou  are  to  determine 
the  speciflc  areas  within  the  State  eligible 
for  Federal  assistance  under  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

In  order  to  provide  Federal  assistance,  you 
are  hereby  authorized  to  extend  the  in¬ 
cidence  period  to  Include  that  time  period, 
as  requested  by  Lieutenant  Governor  Kline, 
and  to  aUocate,  from  funds  available  for 
these  purposes,  such  amounts  as  you  And 
necessary  for  Federal  disaster  assistance  and 
administrative  expenses. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
add  the  incidence  period  of  August  2-3, 
1973,  due  to  severe  storms  and  flooding 
in  Montgomery  County,  Pennsylvania. 

Dated:  August  29,  1973. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  50.002,  Disaster  Assistance) 

William  E.  Crockett, 
Acting  Administrator.  Federal 
Disaster  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

[PR  Doc.73-18848  FUed  9-6-73:8:45  am) 
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Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing 
Management 

[Docket  No.  D-73-254] 

REGIONAL  ADMINISTRATORS  ET  AL 

Redelegation  of  Authority  Regarding 
Property  Disposition 

The  redelegation  of  authority  by 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing 
Management  published  at  35  FR  16106, 
October  14,  1970,  as  amended  at  36  FR 
13854,  July  27,  1971,  36  FR  21539,  No¬ 
vember  10,  1971,  and  37  FR  10408, 
May  20,  1972,  is  amended  In  the  follow¬ 
ing  respects: 

1.  A  new  section  C  Is  added  to  read  as 
follows : 

Sec.  C.  Additional  authority  redele¬ 
gated. — Eswih  Construction/Contracting 
Specialist,  Property  Disposition  program, 
in  each  Area  and  Insuring  OflBce  Is  des¬ 
ignated  a  contracting  officer  and  Is  au¬ 
thorized  to  exercise  the  authorities  re¬ 
delegated  in  paragraph  8  of  section  A. 

2.  A  new  section  D  is  added  to  read  as 
follows : 

Sec.  D.  Authority  redelegated  to  a 
specific  employee  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment. — Frank  Egee,  Property  Disposi¬ 
tion  Branch,  Housing  Management 
Division.  Chicago  Area  Office,  is  des¬ 
ignated  contracting  officer  and  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  exercise  the  authorities  re¬ 
delegated  in  paragraph  8  of  section  A. 

3.  The  present  section  C  is  redes¬ 
ignated  as  section  E  and  is  amended 
to  read: 

Sec.  E.  Exercise  of  redelegated  au¬ 
thority. — ^Redelegations  of  authority  in 
sections  A  through  D  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  to  modify  or  otherwise  affect  the 
administrative  and  supervisory  powers 
of  the  Regional  Administrator,  Area 
Director,  and  Insuring  Office  Director,  or 
any  of  them,  to  whom  a  delegate  is 
responsible. 

(Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  re¬ 
delegate  published  at  36  FR  5005,  March  16, 
1971) 

Effective  date. — This  amendment  to 
the  redelegation  of  authority  is  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  August  30, 1973. 

H.  R.  Crawford, 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Housing  Management. 

[PR  Doc.73-18847  PUed  9-5-73:8:45  ami 


Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration 

[Docket  No.  N-73-1911 

ELEUTHERA  ISLAND  CLUB 
Order  of  Suspension 

In  the  matter  of  Eleuthera  Island  Club 
OHiSR  No.  0-0778-60-23  Administrative 
Proceedings  Division  File  No.  Z-134. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that: 

On  June  25,  1973,  the  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development,  Office 
of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a  No¬ 
tice  of  Proceedings  and  Opportunity  for 
Hearing,  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1508,  in¬ 
forming  the  Developer  of  alleged  imtrue 
statements  or  omissions  of  material  facts 


in  the  Developer’s  Statement  of  Record. 
The  Developer  has  failed  to  request  a 
hearing  pursuant  to  24  CFR  1720.160 
within  15  days  ol  said  Notice.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and 
24  CFR  1710.45(b)  (1),  the  Order  of  Sus¬ 
pension  is  being  issued  as  follows: 

Order  of  suspension. — 1.  L.  Gillarde 
Land  Company,  Ltd.,  hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  Developer,  being  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Interstate  Land 
Sales  Full  Disclosure  Act  (Pub.  Law  90- 
448)  (15  U.S.C.  1701  et  seq.)  and  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  lawfully  promul¬ 
gated  thereto  pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1718, 
has  filed  its  Statement  of  Record  cover¬ 
ing  its  subdivision,  located  in  the 
Bahama  Islands  (OILSR  No.  0-0778- 
60-23)  which  became  effective  on  No¬ 
vember  21,  1969,  pursuant  to  24  CFR 
1710.21  of  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Reg¬ 
ulations.  Said  Statement  is  still  in  effect. 

2.  Pursuant  to  lawful  delegation,  as 
authorized  by  15  U.S.C.  1715,  the  author¬ 
ity  and  responsibility  for  administration 
of  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  P\ill  Disclo¬ 
sure  Act  has  been  vested  in  the  Inter¬ 
state  Land  Sales  Administrator. 

3.  Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and 
24  CFR  1710.45(b)(1),  if  it  appears  to 
the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Administrator 
at  any  time  that  a  Statement  of  Record, 
which  Is  in  effect,  includes  any  untrue 
statement  of  a  material  fact  or  omits  to 
state  any  material  fact  required  to  be 
stated  therein  or  necessary  to  make  the 
statement  therein  not  misleading,  the 
Administrator  may,  after  notice,  and 
after  an  opportimity  for  a  hearing  re¬ 
quested  within  15  days  of  receipt  of  such 
notice,  issue  an  order  suspending  the 
Statement  of  Record. 

4.  A  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  25,  1973,  pur¬ 
suant  to  44  U.S.C.  1508,  informing  the 
Developer  of  Information  obtained  by  the 
Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registra¬ 
tion  showing  an  untrue  statement  of  a 
material  fact  or  an  omission  of  a  mate¬ 
rial  fact  required  to  be  stated  therein  or 
necessary  to  make  the  statements  there¬ 
in  not  misleading  in  the  above-specified 
Statement  of  Record.  The  Developer  was 
notified  of  his  right  to  request  a  hearing 
and  that  if  he  failed  to  request  a  hearing 
he  would  be  deemed  in  default  and  the 
proceedings  would  be  determined  against 
him,  the  allegations  of  which  would  be 
determined  to  be  true.  The  developer  has 
failed  to  request  a  hearing  pursuant  to 
24  CTR  1720.160  within  15  days  of  pubh- 
cation  of  said  Notice  of  Proceedings  and 
Opportunity  for  Hearing. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR  1710.45 
(b)  (1) ,  the  Statement  of  Record  filed  by 
the  Developer  covering  its  subdivision  is 
hereby  suspended,  effective  as  of  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  order  of  Suspension 
in  the  Federal  Register.  This  Order  of 
Suspension  shall  remain  in  full  force  and 
effect  until  the  Statement  of  Record  has 
been  properly  amended  as  required  by 
the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Full  Disclosure 
Act  and  the  implementing  Regulations. 

Any  sales  or  offers  to  sell  made  by  the 


Developer  or  its  agents,  successors,  or 
assigns  while  this  Order  of  Sus(>ension  is 
in  effect  will  be  in  violation  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  said  Act. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  August  30, 
1973. 

By  the  Secretary. 

George  K.  Bernstein, 
Interstate  Land  Sales 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.73-18846  FUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  N-73-1901 

HIGHLAND  MEADOW  ESTATES 
Order  of  Suspension 

In  the  matter  of  Highland  Meadow  Es¬ 
tates.  OILSR  No.  0-1110-36-44,  Admin¬ 
istrative  Proceedings  Division  File  No. 
Z-176. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that: 

On  June  21,  1973,  the  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development,  Office 
of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Opportunity 
for  Hearing,  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1508, 
informing  the  Developer  of  alleged  im¬ 
true  statements  or  omissions  of  material 
facts  in  the  Developer’s  Statement  of 
Record.  The  Developer  has  failed  to  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  pursuant  to  24  CFR 
1720.160  within  15  days  of  said  Notice. 
Accordingly,  pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706 
(d)  and  24  CFR  1710.45(b)  (1),  the  Order 
of  Suspension  is  being  issued  as  follows ; 

Order  of  suspension.  1.  United  Brokers 
Corporation,  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  Developer,  being  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Full 
Disclosure  Act  (Public  Law  90-448) 
(15  U.S.C.  1701  et  seq.)  and  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  lawfully  promulgated 
thereto  pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1718,  has 
filed  its  Statement  of  Record  covering  its 
subdivision,  located  in  New  Mexico 
(OILSR  No.  0-1110-36-44)  which  be¬ 
came  effective  on  May  8,  1970,  pursuant 
to  24  CFR  1710.21  of  toe  Interstate  Land 
Sales  Regulations.  Said  Statement  is  still 
in  effect. 

2.  Pursuant  to  lawful  delegation,  as 
authorized  by  15  U.S.C.  1715,  the  author¬ 
ity  and  responsibility  for  administration 
of  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Full  Dis¬ 
closure  Act  has  been  vested  in  the  Inter¬ 
state  Land  Sales  Administrator. 

3.  Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and 
24  CFR  1710.45(b)(1),  if  it  appears  to 
toe  Interstate  Land  Sales  Administrator 
at  any  time  that  a  Statement  of  Record, 
which  is  in  effect,  includes  any  untrue 
statement  of  a  material  fact  or  (Hnits  to 
state  any  material  fact  required  to  be 
stated  therein  or  necessary  to  make  the 
statement  therein  not  misleading,  the 
Administrator  may,  after  notice,  and 
after  an  opportunity  for  a  hearing  re¬ 
quested  within  15  days  of  receipt  of  such 
notice,  issue  an  order  suspending  the 
Statement  of  Record. 

4.  A  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing  was  published  In  the 
Federal  Register  on  Jime  21,  1973,  pur- 
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suant  to  44  U.S.C.  1508,  informing  the 
Developer  of  information  obtained  by  the 
Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registra¬ 
tion  showing  an  untrue  statement  of  a 
material  fact  or  an  omission  of  a  material 
fact  required  to  be  stated  therein  or 
necessary  to  make  the  statements  therein 
not  misleading  in  the  above-specified 
Statement  of  Record.  The  Developer  was 
notified  of  his  right  to  request  a  hearing 
and  that  if  he  failed  to  request  a  hearing 
he  would  be  deemed  in  default  and  the 
proceedings  would  be  determined  against 
him,  the  allegations  of  which  would  be 
determined  to  be  true.  The  Developer  has 
failed  to  request  a  hearing  pursuant  to 
24  CFR  1720.160  within  15  days  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  said  Notice  of  Proceedings  and 
Opportunity  for  Hearing. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR  1710.45 
(b)(1),  the  Statement  of  Record  filed  by 
the  Developer  covering  its  subdivision  is 
hereby  suspended,  effective  as  of  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  Order  of  Suspen¬ 
sion  in  the  Federal  Register.  This  Order 
of  Suspension  shall  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect  until  the  Statement  of  Record 
has  been  properly  amended  as  required 
by  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Full  Dis¬ 
closure  Act  and  the  implementing  Regu¬ 
lations. 

Any  sales  or  offers  to  sell  made  by  the 
Developer  or  its  agents,  successors,  or  as¬ 
signs  while  this  Order  of  Susp>ension  is 
in  effect  be  in  violation  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  said  Act. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  August  30, 
1973. 

By  the  Secretary. 

George  K.  Bernstein, 

Interstate  Land  Sales  Administrator. 

[PR  Doc.73-18845  PUed  8-5-73;8:46  am] 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-334] 

DUQUESNE  LIGHT  COMPANY,  ET  AL 
Order  Extending  Completion  Date 

Duquesne  Light  Company,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Power  Company,  and  Ohio  Edison 
Cimipany  are  the  holders  of  Construc¬ 
tion  Permit  No.  CPPR-75  issued  by  the 
Commission  on  June  26,  1970,  for  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Beaver  Valley  Power  Sta¬ 
tion,  Unit  1,  a  2,660  thermal  megawatt 
pressurized  water  nuclear  reactor  pres¬ 
ently  under  construction  at  the  appli¬ 
cants’  site  on  the  south  bank  of  the  Ohio 
River  in  Shippingport  Borough,  Beaver 
County,  Pennsylvania,  approximately  one 
mile  from  Midland,  Pennsylvania,  ap¬ 
proximately  22  miles  from  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania,  and  approximately  five 
miles  from  East  Liverpocd,  Ohio. 

On  July  2,  1973,  Duquesne  Light  Com¬ 
pany  filed  a  request  for  an  extension  of 
the  completion  date  because  construc¬ 
tion  has  been  delayed.  It  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  delay  is  due  to  several  in¬ 
terdependent  reasons  which  include  (1) 
the  necessity  of  completely  redesigning 
the  circulating  water  system  to  a  closed 
system,  (2)  the  lack  of  sufficient  num¬ 


bers  of  qualified  welders,  (3)  the  Hooding 
of  the  Ohio  River  in  Jirne  1972  and  in  No- 
vember-December  1972,  (4)  lower  pro¬ 
ductivity  of  labor  than  anticipated  for 
nuclear  construction,  (5)  major  revisions 
in  the  seismic  design  criteria  as  a  result 
of  the  AEC  Regulatory  staff  review  of  the 
Preliminary  Safety  Analysis  Report,  (6) 
changes  in  the  electrical  design  and  con¬ 
struction  criteria  due  to  the  adoption  of 
new  standards  and  guidelines,  and  (7) 
the  applicants’  imderestimation  of  the 
original  construction  schedule.  The  Di¬ 
rector  of  Regulation  having  determined 
that  this  action  involves  no  significant 
hazards  consideration,  and  good  cause 
having  been  shown,  the  bases  for  which 
are  set  forth  in  a  memorandum  dated 
August  28,  1973,  from  R.  C.  DeYoimg  to 
A.  Giambusso: 

It  is  hereby  ordered,  ’That  the  latest 
completion  date  for  Construction  Permit 
No.  CPPR-75  is  extended  from  Septem¬ 
ber  1, 1973,  to  June  30, 1975,  with  the  ear- 
hest  completion  date  being  December  1, 
1974. 

Date  of  issuance  August  29, 1973. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

A.  Giambusso, 
Deputy  Director  for  Reactor 
Projects,  Directorate  of  Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.73-18792  PUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-320] 

METROPOLITAN  EDISON  CO..  ET  AL 
Notice  of  Hearing 

August  31,  1973. 

In  the  matter  of  Metropolitan  Edison 
Co.,  et  al.  (Three  Mile  Island  Nuclear 
Station,  Unit  2) ,  Docket  No.  50-320. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act) ,  the  National 
Environmental  Pohcy  Act  of  1969 
(NEPA),  and  the  regulations  in  Title  10, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  50, 
“Licensing  of  ProducticMn  and  Utilization 
Facilities’’,  and  Part  2,  “Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice’’,  notice  is  hereby  given  that,  subject 
to  conditions  set  forth  in  this  Board’s 
Order  of  August  13,  1973,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  concerning  the  Three  Mile  Island 
Nuclear  Station,  Unit  2  (the  facility)  of 
the  Applicants,  Metropolitan  Edison 
Company,  Jersey  Central  Power  and 
Light  Company,  and  Pennsylvania  Elec¬ 
tric  Company. 

The  hearing  will  consider  the  single  is¬ 
sue  as  to  whether  activities  concerning 
the  off-site  right-of-way  clearing  and 
construction  of  the  off-site  portion  of 
the  Juniata  transmission  line  should  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  suspended  pending  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  full  NEPA  environmental  re¬ 
view.  The  hearing  will  be  held  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  set  in  the  future  by  the 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board  (Li¬ 
censing  Board)  designated  herein,  to  be 
held  in  the  vicinity  of  the  facility  in 
Dauphin  County,  Pennsylvania.  Con¬ 
struction  of  the  facility  was  authorized 
by  Provisional  Construction  Permit  No. 
CPPRr-66  issued  by  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  wi  November  4,  1969.  The 
instant  facility  is  subject  to  the  provi¬ 


sions  of  section  C  of  Appendix  D  to  10 
CFR  Part  50,  which  sets  forth  procedures 
applicable  to  review  of  environmental 
considerations  for  production  and  utili¬ 
zation  facilities  for  which  construction 
permits  were  issued  prior  to  January  1, 
1970. 

The  Licensing  Board  designated  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  Panel  will  consist  of 
Charles  A.  Haskins,  Esq.  (Chairman), 
Dr.  M.  Stanley  Livingston  and  Dr.  John 
R.  Lyman. 

On  April  10, 1973,  the  Director  of  Reg¬ 
ulation  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (38  FR  9105)  a  notice  entitled 
“Determination  To  Rescind  Suspension 
of  Certain  Construction  Activities  at  the 
Three  Mile  Island  Nuclear  Generating 
Station  •  •  •“  That  document  provided 
that  any  person  whose  interest  might  be 
affected  might  file  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  or  before  May  11, 1973.*  On  May  2, 
1973,  such  a  request  was  received  from 
Citizens  for  a  Safe  Environment  and  the 
Environmental  Coalition  on  Nuclear 
Power  (Petitioners) ,  Joint  Intervenors  in 
the  ongoing  licensing  proceeding  for 
Three  Mile  Island  Nuclear  Station,  Unit 
1.  Answers  to  the  request  were  filed  by 
Applicants  and  the  AEC  Regulatory 
Staff. 

By  order  dated  July  11,  1973,  this 
Board  afforded  Petitioners  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  file  a  further  pleading  in  amplifi¬ 
cation  of  their  May  2,  1973,  pleading, 
which  Petitioners  duly  filed  on  July  19, 
1973.  Answers  were  filed  by  Applicants 
and  the  Regulatory  Staff  on  July  30, 1973. 

As  set  out  in  this  Board’s  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  13,  1973,  referred  to  above,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  and  Petitioners  will 
be  admitted  as  a  party. 

A  prehearing  conference  or  confer¬ 
ences  will  be  held  by  the  Licensing  Board 
at  a  date  and  place  to  be  set  by  it,  to  con¬ 
sider  pertinent  matters  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice. 
The  date  and  place  of  the  hearing  will  be 
set  by  the  Board  at  or  after  the  prehear¬ 
ing  conference.  Notices  as  to  the  dates 
and  places  of  the  prehearing  conference 
and  the  hearing  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

For  further  details  pertinent  to  the 
matter  under  consideration  see  docu¬ 
ments  entitled  “Final  Environmental 
Statement  Related  to  Operation  of  Three 
Mile  Island  Nuclear  Station,  Units  1  and 
2“  dated  December  1972  and  “Amended 
Discussion  and  Findings  by  the  Director¬ 
ate  of  Licensing,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Related  to  CTonsideration  of 
Suspension  Pending  NEPA  Environ¬ 
mental  Review  of  the  Provisional  Con¬ 
struction  Permits  for  the  Three  Mile 
Island  Nuclear  Generating  Station,  Units 
1  and  2’’  dated  December  9,  1972,  which 
are  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 


>  The  notice  also  provided  that  if  a  request 
for  a  hearing  was  timely  filed,  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  order  partially  rescinding  the 
suspension  would  be  stayed  pending  appro¬ 
priate  disposition  of  such  request. 
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and  at  the  Government  Publications  Sec¬ 
tion,  State  Library  of  Pennsylvania,  Box 
1601  (Education  Building),  Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania,  17126.  Copies  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Pinal  Environmental  State¬ 
ment  may  be  obtained  by  request  to  the 
Deputy  Director  for  Reactor  Projects, 
Directorate  of  Licensing,  U.S.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20545. 

An  answer  to  this  notice,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CPR  2.705  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice,  must  be 
filed  by  the  parties  to  this  proceeding 
(other  than  the  regulatory  staff)  on  or 
before  September  26, 1973. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  make  an 
oral  or  written  statement  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  but  who  has  not  filed  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  as  noted  above, 
may  request  permission  to  make  a  limited 
appearance  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
10  CFR  2.715  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice.  Limited  appearances  will  be 
permitted  at  the  time  of  the  hearing  in 
the  discreticHi  of  the  Licensing  Board, 
within  such  limits  and  on  such  condi¬ 
tions  as  may  be  determined  by  it.  Persons 
desiring  to  make  a  limited  appearance 
are  requested  to  inform  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission,  United  States  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545,  on  or  before  September  26,  1973. 

A  person  permitted  to  make  a  limited 
appearance  does  not  become  a  party,  but 
may  state  his  position  and  raise  ques¬ 
tions  which  he  would  like  to  have  an¬ 
swered  to  the  extent  that  the  questions 
are  within  the  scope  of  the  hearing  as 
specified  above.  A  member  of  the  public 
does  not  have  the  right  to  participate 
unless  he  has  been  granted  the  right  to 
Intervene  as  a  party  or  the  right  of  lim¬ 
ited  appearance. 

Papers  required  to  be  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  may  be  filed  by  mail  or  telegram 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  U.S.  Atomic  Ekiergy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  ATTEN¬ 
TION  :  Chief,  Public  Proceedings  Branch, 
or  may  be  filed  by  delivery  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Pending  further  order  of  the  Licensing 
Board,  parties  are  required  to  file,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.708 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice, 
an  original  and  twenty  (20)  conformed 
copies  of  each  such  paper  with  the 
Commission. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C,,  this  31st 
day  of  August  1973. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  designated  to  rule  on  petitions. 

Charles  A.  Haskins, 
Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.73-18871  Piled  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Dockets  Nos.  23080-1  etc.;  Order  73-8-144] 

DOMESTIC  PRIORITY  AND  NONPRIORITY 
SERVICE  MAIL  RATES 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  30th  day  of  August  1973. 

Priority  and  nonpriority  domestic 
service  mail  rates — Phase  1,  Docket 
23080-1;  Domestic  service  mail  rate  case. 
Docket  16349;  Nonpriority  mail  rates. 
Docket  18381. 

By  Order  70-12-48,  December  8,  1970, 
the  Board  reopened  the  domestic  prior¬ 
ity  '  and  nonpriority  *  service  mail  rates 
as  of  December  12,  1970,  and  instituted 
an  investigation  to  determine  the  fair 
>and  reasonable  rates  of  compensation  to 
be  paid  on  and  after  December  12,  1970, 
for  domestic  U.S.  mail  services  rendered 
by  the  U.S.  air  carriers.’  The  services 
pertain  to  U.S.  mail  carried:  (1)  Be¬ 
tween  points  within  the  50  States;  * 
(2)  between  the  50  States  and  certain 
territories  and/or  possessions  of  the 
United  States;  (3)  between  the  United 
States  and  foreign  “stub-end”  points  in 
Canada  and  Mexico;  and,  (4)  between 
and  within  certain  territories  and/or 
possessions. 

A  prehearing  conference  was  held  in 
July  1971,  but  procedural  dates  were 
thereafter  deferred  in  order  to  afford  the 
Postmaster  General  and  the  parties  an 
opportunity  to  study  new  services  and 
possible  modification  of  existing  services 
that  would  affect  the  rates  to  be  estab¬ 
lished.  These  efforts  failed  to  produce 
meaningful  results,  and  a  supplemental 
prehearing  conference  was  held  in  April 
1973.  Meanwhile,  on  March  28,  1973,  the 
Postal  Service  had  commenced  tender¬ 
ing  mail  in  containers  to  Plying  Tiger, 
paying  for  the  service  at  rates  contained 
in  a  petition  filed  by  Flying  Tiger  on 
March  22. 

In  light  of  this  development  and  nu¬ 
merous  similar  filings  by  most  of  the 
trunkline  carriers,  which  reflected  a  sig¬ 
nificant  change  in  transportation  of  mail 
by  air,  on  July  10,  1973,  we  divided  this 
investigation  into  two  phases:  (1)  A  past 
period  December  12,  1970,  through 

March  27,  1973,  and  (2)  the  period  on 


1  Established  by  Order  E-25610,  August  28, 
1967. 

»  Established  by  Order  70-4-9,  AprU  2. 1970. 

*  These  Include  the  domestic  trunklines, 
the  local  service  carriers,  four  additional 
combination  air  carriers  (Alaska  Airlines, 
Inc.,  Carlbbean-Atlantlc  Airlines,  Inc.,  Pan 
American  World  Airways,  Inc.  and  Trans  Car¬ 
ibbean  Airways,  Inc.),  three  all-cargo  car¬ 
riers  (Airlift  International,  Inc.,  The  Flying 
Tiger  Line  Inc.,  and  Seaboard  World  Airlines, 
Inc.),  and  numerous  air  taxl/commuter  op¬ 
erators  whose  mall  services  are  compensated 
for  In  whole  or  In  part  at  rates  equivalent 
to  the  domestic  service  mall  rates. 

*  Separate  service  mall  rates  are  established 
for  Intra-Alaska  and  Intra-Hawallan  services, 
which  rates  are  not  disturbed  by  the  findings 
herein. 


and  after  March  28,  1973.“  Our  action 
severing  the  past  and  future  periods  was 
taken  at  the  urging  of  the  Board’s  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Economics  and  of  the  Postmaster 
General.  The  Postmaster  General  par¬ 
ticularly  stressed  the  long  open-rate  pe¬ 
riod  and  the  need  to  conclude  Phase  1 
expeditiously.  We  agree  that  protracted 
open-rate  periods  are  undesirable  and 
that  the  time  and  resources  of  the  par¬ 
ties  and  the  Board  at  this  time  should 
be  devoted  to  the  multitude  of  issues  pre¬ 
sented  in  Phase  2.  By  this  order,  we  are 
therefore  proposing  to  establish  final 
mail  rates  for  the  certificated  carriers 
for  the  Phase  1  past  period.*  By  separate 
order  issued  simultaneously  herewith,  we 
are  also  propiosing  industrywide  tempo¬ 
rary  mail  rates  to  be  effective  pending 
conclusion  of  the  investigation  in 
Phase  2. 

In  general,  the  final  rates  proposed 
herein  for  the  past  period  reflect  incre¬ 
ments  to  the  prior  effective  multielement 
rates  based  upon  a  comparison  of  the  ad¬ 
justed  operating  expenses  per  revenue 
ton-mile  plus  provision  for  return  and 
taxes  for  the  domestic  services  of  the 
trunklines  and  Flying  Tiger  ^  during  the 
period  under  review  with  base-period  re¬ 
sults  for  similar  services  and  the  same 
carriers  upon  which  the  prior  priority 
and  nonpriority  mail  rates  were  predi¬ 
cated.*  ITiese  base  periods  for  the  prior¬ 
ity  and  nonpriority  rate  determinations 
are  the  fiscal  year  1965  and  calendar  year 
1967,  respectively.  To  maintain  annual 
period  comparisons  and,  at  the  same 
time,  reflect  continued  cost  changes  ex¬ 
perienced  by  the  industry  during  the 
past  period,  we  have  divided  the  past  pe¬ 
riod  of  more  than  two  and  one-quarter 
years  into  two  parts  covering:  (1)  The 
I2V2  months  December  12,  1970,  through 
and  including  December  31,  1971,  which 
will  be  based  on  the  adjust^  results  re¬ 
ported  for  the  calendar  year  1971;  and 
(2)  the  15  months  January  1,  1972, 
through  and  Including  March  27,  1973, 
based  on  the  adjusted  results  reported 
for  the  calendar  year  1972. 

The  Board  finds  that  the  cost  com¬ 
parison  approach  utilized  serves  as  an 
acceptable  basis  for  determining  the  fair 
and  reasonable  domestic  service  mail 
rates  in  this  proceeding,  particularly  in 
dealing  with  known  results  for  a  past 
period.  In  our  opinion,  on  the  basis  of 
past  experience,  it  is  not  unreasonable 
to  assume  that  the  movement  of  total 
economic  costs  amply  describes  the  cost 


» Order  73-7-29. 

•  Rates  for  the  air-taxi  and  commuter  car¬ 
rier  parties  will  be  proposed  by  separate 
order. 

’  The  other  carrier  parties  carry  such  a 
small  proportion  of  the  total  domestic  serv¬ 
ice  mall  that  consideration  of  their  costs 
was  not  required  in  determining  the  reason¬ 
able  rates. 

*  The  reported  data  have  been  adjusted  to 
refiect  conformance  with  the  load  factor, 
seating  configuration,  and  return  on  invest¬ 
ment  standards  adopted  by  the  Board  in 
the  Domestic  Passenger-Fare  Investigation, 
Docket  21866  (DPFI). 
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changes  taking  place  for  the  provision  of 
the  classes  of  domestic  mail  services  In¬ 
volved  in  this  investigation.  Accordingly, 
we  ccMiclude  that  the  total  cost  compari¬ 
son  bases  from  which  we  have  derived 
our  rate  proposals  herein  produces  re¬ 
sults  within  an  acceptable  zone  of 
reasonableness. 

1.  Economic  Cost  Base  for  Priority 
Mail  Services. — As  indicated  above,  the 
base  period  for  the  determination  of  the 
priority  service  mail  rate  incremoits  in 
our  proposal  is  the  fiscal  year  1965.  For 
the  domestic  trunk  carriers  and  Flying 
Tiger,  the  reported  operating  expenses 
for  domestic  services  in  fiscal  1965  were 
46.71  cents  per  revenue  ton-mile  (Ap¬ 
pendix  A) .  To  provide  for  return  on  in¬ 
vestment  at  10.5  percent  and  taxes  at  48 
percent  requires  a  markup  of  14.49  per¬ 
cent  (Appendix  D),  producing  a  total 
economic  cost  for  the  fiscal  year  1965  of 
53.48  cents  per  revenue  ton-mile. 

2.  Economic  Cost  Base  for  Nonpriority 
Mail  Services. — The  base  period  for  the 
prior  nonpriority  mail  rates  was  calen¬ 
dar  year  1967.  R^)orted  operating  ex¬ 
penses  for  the  selected  carriers  in  that 
year  were  41.65  cents  per  revenue  ton- 
mile.  However,  due  to  the  extended  lag 
time  involved  vmtil  decision  was  reached 
in  that  case,  the  Board  provided  an  incre¬ 
ment  of  4.4  percent  in  the  rates  deter¬ 
mined  for  the  period  on  and  after  July 
1,  1969,*  recognizing  the  increase  in  <«)- 
erating  expenses  reported  for  the  fiscal 
year  1969  over  the  base  year.  Therefore, 
we  will  likewise  increase  the  reported 
operating  expenses  in  1967  by  4.4  percent 
here,  producing  an  adjusted  base  (grat¬ 
ing  cost  of  43.48  cents  per  revenue  ton- 
mile  (Appendix  A) .  Provision  for  return 
and  taxes,  similar  to  that  reflected  for 
the  priority  cost  base  above,  adds  16.01 
percent  for  a  recognized  tctal  economic 
cost  base  for  1967  of  50.55  cents  per 
revenue  ton-mile. 

3.  Recognized  Economic  Costs — 
1971. — ^The  reported  operating  expenses 
for  the  base  carrier  group  in  1971  was 
50.22  cents  per  revenue  ton-mile  (Ap¬ 
pendix  A) .  In  Phase  7  of  the  DPFI,“  the 
Board  adopted  load  factor  standards  to 
be  recognized  for  the  tnmkline  carriers 
for  ratemaking  purposes.  Since  this 
standard  was  first  applied  by  the  Board 
In  May  1971,  we  are  proposing  to  re¬ 
flect  approximately  50  percent  of  the 
computed  annual  capacity  reduction  for 
determining  the  recognized  level  of  op¬ 
erating  expenses  in  calendar  year  1971,  or 
a  net  capacity  reduction  of  4.2  percent 
(Appendix  B).  The  cost  impact  for  this 
adjustment  goes  only  to  the  capacity 
costs,  those  operating  costs  which  are 
related  to  the  movement  of  the  aircraft 
which  provides  the  available  capacity  for 
traffic;  and,  inasmuch  as  the  capacity 
costs  are  computed  to  be  64.9  percent 
of  the  total  operating  expenses  in  the 
review  period,  the  capacity  reduction  of 
4.2  percent  produces  a  related  operating 
expense  decrease  of  2.7  percent.  Applica¬ 
tion  of  this  net  cost  adjustment  to  the 


•Order  70-4-9,  supra,  at  pages  19  and  20. 
>«  Order  71-4-59/60,  April  9,  1971. 


reported  operating  expenses  results  in  a 
recognized  operating  cost  per  revenue 
ton-mile  of  48.86  cents.  Provision  of  the 
recognized  return  at  12.0  percent  on  in¬ 
vestment  plus  taxes  at  48  percent  in  1971 
calls  for  a  markup  oi  17.09  percent,  or  a 
recognized  total  economic  cost  per  reve¬ 
nue  ton-mile  of  57.21  cents  in  1971  (Ap- 
l>endix  A) . 

4.  Priority  and  Nonpriority  Mail  Serv¬ 
ice  Cost  Increments — 1971. — As  we  pre¬ 
viously  concluded,  the  increments  for 
mail  service  costs  correlate  with  those 
for  total  economic  expenses.  Thus,  the 
relationship  of  the  recognized  economic 
cost  per  revenue  ton-mile  of  57.21  cents 
in  1971  as  related  to  the  base  costs  in 
fiscal  year  1965  of  53.48  cents  produces 
an  increment  for  priority  mail  service 
costs  in  1971  of  7.0  percent.  The  relation¬ 
ship  of  the  recognized  1971  economic 
costs  to  the  adjusted  base  costs  in  1967 
of  50.44  cents  per  revenue  ton-mile  re¬ 
sults  in  a  1971  increment  for  nonpriority 
mail  service  costs  of  13.4  percent. 

5.  Recognized  Economic  Costs — 
1972. — Reported  operating  expenses  per 
revenue  ton-mile  in  1972  for  the  base 
carriers  amounted  to  49.65  cents.  Appli¬ 
cation  of  the  load-factor  standards  is 
again  required  as  in  our  1971  economic 
cost  determination,  above,  but  for  a  full 
year  in  1972.  However,  in  addition  to 
the  load-factor  standards,  the  Board  also 
adopted  seating  configuration  standards 
for  ratemaking  purposes  in  arriving  at 
the  fare  increase  which  it  authorized 
effective  September  5,  1972.“  As  detailed 
in  Appendix  C,  the  imposition  of  the 
seating  standards  would  increase  the  re¬ 
ported  available  seat-miles  from  203.08 
to  210.14  billion.  Since  this  standard 
was  not  applicable  imtil  almost  the  last 
quarter  of  1972,  this  adjustment  at  25 
percent  would  increase  the  capacity  base 
for  1972  to  204.84  billion  available  seat- 
miles.  Application  of  the  load-factor 
standards  would  in  turn  reduce  this  ca¬ 
pacity  to  196.99  billion  seat-miles,  or  a 
net  reduction  of  3.8  percent  from  the 
reported  capacity.  This  reduction,  at 
64.9  percent  for  capacity  costs,  translates 
into  a  net  operating  cost  decrease  of  2.5 
percent  for  1972,  which  adjusts  the  re¬ 
ported  operating  expense  per  revenue 
ton-mile  to  48.41  cents.  Provision  for  re¬ 
turn  and  taxes  at  rates  of  12.0  and  48 
percent,  respectively,  at  a  markup  of 
16.20  percent,  produces  a  recognized 
total  economic  cost  per  revenue  ton-mile 
in  1972  of  56.25  cents  (Appendix  A) . 

6.  Priority  and  Nonpriority  Mail  Serv¬ 
ice  Cost  Increments — 1972. — Similar  to 
the  computations  made  for  1971,  above, 
the  relationship  of  the  recognized  total 
economic  costs  per  revenue  ton-mile  in 
1972  of  56.25  cents  to  the  53.48  cents  for 
1965  and  50.44  cents  for  1967  indicates 
priority  and  nonpriority  mail  service 
cost  increments  in  1972  of  5.2  percent 
and  11.5  percent  for  priority  and  non¬ 
priority  mail,  respectively. 

7.  Reasonableness  of  the  Cost  Find¬ 
ings. — The  previous  rates  for  priority  and 
nonpriority  mail  became  effective  on 
January  1,  1967,  and  July  1,  1969,  re- 


“  Order  72  8-50,  August  10, 1972. 


spectively,  and  remained  in  effect  at  the 
same  levels  imtil  December  12,  1970.  Al¬ 
though  the  rates  were  opened  on  the 
latter  date,  nevertheless,  the  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice  has  b^n  making  payments  under 
that  rate  structure  for  over  six  years  in 
the  case  of  priority  mail  and  four  years 
in  the  case  of  nonpriority  mail.  Between 
1967  and  1970,  dmnestic  passenger  fares 
were  increased  four  times,  totaling  about 
11  percent;  and  the  three  increases  per¬ 
mitted  by  the  DPPI  in  1971  and  1972  to¬ 
taled  an  additional  12  percent.  (General - 
commodity  freight  rates  were  increased 
each  year  from  1969  through  1973  by  5  to 
10  percent,  and  minimum-charge  ship¬ 
ments  and  specific  commodity  rates  have 
also  seen  very  large  increases.  Thus,  the 
proposed  increases  in  priority  and  non¬ 
priority  mail  rates  of  7.0  and  13.4  for  1971 
and  5.2  and  11.5  percent  for  1972  appear 
to  be  well  within  the  zone  of  reasonable- 
ness.“  The  25.01  cents  per  revenue  ton- 
file  for  the  trunkline  carriers,  which 
also  compares  favorably  with  the  overall 
1972  yields  of  22.45  and  34.84  cents  per 
revenue  ton-mile  for  the  same  carriers 
for  domestic  freight  and  express,  respec¬ 
tively. 

8.  Rate  Structure. — The  previous  rates 
and  rate  structure  established  for  com¬ 
pensation  to  the  carriers  for  the  carriage 
of  U.S.  domestic  priority  and  nonprior¬ 
ity  mail  were;  “ 

(a)  For  priority  mail — the  sum  of  a 
llnehaul  rate  of  24  cents  per  nonstop 
great-circle  mail  ton-mile  and  terminal 
charges  of  2.34,  4.68,  and  9.36  cents  per 
poimd  of  priority  mail  originated  at  sta¬ 
tions  classified  X,  Y  and  Z,  respectively; 
and 

(b)  For  nonpriority  mail — ^the  sum  of 
11.33  cents  per  nonstop  great-circle  non¬ 
priority  mail  ton-mile  and  terminal 
charges  of  2.34,  4.68,  and  9.36  cents  per 
pound  of  nonpriority  mail  originated  at 
stations  classified  X,  Y  and  Z, 
respectively. 

In  our  opinion,  continuation  of  the 
multielement  rate  structure  of  linehaul 
and  terminal  charges  for  the  past  period 
will  provide  the  appropriate  relationship 
of  total  mail  yield  to  the  economic  costs 
for  the  various  classes  of  scheduled  air 
carriers  performing  the  domestic  serv¬ 
ices  involved  In  this  proceeding.  There¬ 
fore,  adjustment  of  the  prior  rates  to 
reflect  the  appropriate  1971  and  1972 
economic  cost  increments  above  those  for 
the  applicable  base  periods  should  pro¬ 
duce  reasonable  mail  yields  for  the  pe¬ 
riods  December  12,  1970,  through  De¬ 
cember  31,  1971,  and  January  1,  1972, 
through  March  27,  1973,  respectively. 
We  propose  to  effect  the  rate  changes 
for  this  past  period  by  amendment  of 
the  rate  paragraphs  of  Orders  E-25610 
and  70-4-9,  since  no  other  changes  are 
proposed  in  the  conditions  of  service  set 


’=The  1972  Increases  are  not  In  addition 
to  the  1971  increases.  The  percentage  In¬ 
creases  shown  tor  each  year  are  based  on  a 
comparison  of  the  propoced  rate  with  the 
preexisting  final  service  rate. 

“  For  priority  mall  by  Order  E-25610,  supra, 
and  for  nonpriority  mall  by  Order  70-4-9, 
supra. 
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forth  in  those  orders  with  respect  to 
the  transportation  of  priority  and  non¬ 
priority  mail. 

Proposed  Findings  and  Conclusions 

On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Board  proposes  to  issue  an  order  to  in¬ 
clude  the  following  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions:  “ 

1.  The  fair  and  reasonable  final  rates 
of  compensation  to  be  paid  by  the  Post¬ 
master  General  to  Airlift  International. 
Inc.,  Alaska  Airlines,  Inc.,  Allegheny 
Airlines,  Inc.,  American  Airlines,  Inc., 
BranlS  Airways,  Inc.,  Caribbean-At- 
lantic  Airlines,  Inc.,  Continental  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  East¬ 
ern  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  The  Flying  Tiger 
Line  Inc.,  Frontier  Arlines,  Inc,,  Hughes 
Air  Corp.,  Mohawk  Airlines.  Inc.,  Na¬ 
tional  Airlines,  Inc.,  Northeast  Airlines, 
Inc.,  North  Central  Airlines,  Inc.,  North¬ 
west  Airlines,  Inc.,  Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc., 
Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc.,  Pied¬ 
mont  Aviation,  Inc.,  Seaboard  World 
Airlines,  Inc.,  Southern  Airways,  Inc., 
Texas  International  Airlines,  Inc.,  Trans 
Caribbean  Airways,  Inc.,  Trans  World 
Airlines,  Inc.,  United  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  and 
Western  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

(a)  for  the  transportation  by  air  of 
nonpriority  mail  (l.e.,  all  mail  other  than 
airmail  and  air  parcel  post,  which  may 
be  tendered  from  time  to  time  by  the 
Postal  Service  and  carried  on  a  space- 
available  basis)  other  than  that  for 
which  rates  are  elsewhere  established, 
the  facilities  used  and  useful  therefor, 
and  the  services  connected  therewith, 
between  the  points  at  issue  in  Docket 
23080-1,  are  (1)  from  December  12,  1970, 
through  December  31,  1971,  a  linehaul 
charge  of  12.85  cents  per  nonstop  great- 
circle  ton-mile  and  terminal  charges  of 
2.65,  5.31,  and  10.61  cents  per  pound  at 
stations  of  origin  classified  as  X.  Y,  and 
Z,  respectively ,“  and  (2)  from  January  1, 
1972,  through  March  27,  1973,  a  linehaul 
charge  of  12.63  cents  per  nonstop  great- 
circle  ton-mile  and  terminal  charges  of 
2.61,  5.22,  and  10.44  cents  per  pound  at 
stations  of  origin  classified  as  X,  Y,  and 
Z,  respectively; 

(b)  for  the  transportation  by  air  of 
mail  other  than  that  for  which  rates 
are  elsewhere  established,  the  facilities 
used  and  useful  therefor,  and  the  services 
connected  therewith,  between  the  points 
at  issue  in  Docket  23080-1,  are:  (1) 
From  December  12,  1970,  through  De¬ 
cember  31,  1971,  a  linehaul  charge  of 
25.68  cents  per  nonstop  great-circle  ton- 
mile  and  terminal  charges  of  2.50,  5.01, 


M  Based  on  the  estimate  set  out  In  Ap¬ 
pendix  E,  the  rates  proposed  herein  will 
produce  approximately  $28.6  million  addi¬ 
tional  mail  revenues  to  the  carriers  when 
applied  to  the  reported  results  for  the  cal¬ 
endar  years  1971  and  1972  and  the  first 
quarter  of  1973.  At  an  average  rate  Increase 
of  about  $1.05  million  per  month,  we  esti¬ 
mate  that  the  Increased  mall  revenues  for 
the  past  period  will  approximate  $29 
million. 

“  As  defined  by  Order  70  4  0. 


and  10.02  cents  per  pound  at  stations  of 
origin  classified  as  X,  Y,  and  Z,  re¬ 
spectively,  and  (2)  from  January  1, 1972, 
through  March  27,  1973,  a  linehaul 
charge  of  25.25  cents  per  nonstop  great- 
circle  ton-mile  and  terminal  charges  of 
2.46,  4.92,  and  9.85  cents  per  pound  at 
stations  of  origin  classified  as  X,  Y,  and 
Z,  respectively. 

2.  These  findings  and  conclusions  shall 
be  implemented  by  the  following  amend¬ 
ments  to  Board  orders,  effective  Decem¬ 
ber  12,  1970; 

(a)  Order  70-4-9,  dated  April  2,  1970, 
as  amended,  shall  be  further  amended 
as  follows: 

(1)  Amend  paragraphs  (A)  (1)  and 
(A)  (2)  (a)-(g)  on  pages  1  and  2  of 
Order  70-4-9  to  read  as  follows: 

(A)  The  fair  and  reasonable  rates  of  corn- 
pens.  tion  to  be  paid  by  the  Postmaster  Gen¬ 
eral  for  the  transportation  by  air  of  non- 
priority  mall  (l.e.,  all  mall  other  than  air¬ 
mail  and  air  parcel  post,  which  may  be 
tendered  from  time  to  time  by  the  Postal 
Service  and  carried  on  a  space-available 
basis)  other  than  that  for  which  rates  are 
elsewhere  established,  the  facilities  used  and 
useful  therefor,  end  the  services  connected 
therewith  to:  “ 

Airlift  International,  Inc. 

Alaska  Airlines.  Inc. 

Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc. 

American  Airlines,  Inc. 

Branlff -ways,  Inc. 

Caribbean-Atlantic  Airlines,  Inc. 

Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

Eastern  Air  Lines.  Inc. 

The  Flying  Tiger  Llr "  Inc. 

Frontier  Airlines,  Inc. 

Hughes  Air  Corp. 

Mohawk  Airlines,  Inc. 

National  Airlines,  Inc. 

Northeast  Airlines,  Inc. 

North  Central  Airlines,  Inc. 

Northwest  Airlines,  Inc. 

Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc. 

Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc. 

Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc. 

Southern  Airways,  Inc. 

Texas  International  Airlines,  Inc. 

Trans  Caribbean  Airways,  Inc. 

Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc. 

United  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

Western  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

for  operations  over  their  routes  authorized 
under  certificates  In  effect  on  or  subsequent 
to  December  12, 1970: 

( 1 )  On  end  after  December  12, 1970,  within 
the  48  contiguous  States  and  the  Dl^rlct  of 
Columbia;  between  points  In  the  48  con¬ 
tiguous  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
Hilo  and  Honolulu,  Hawaii;  San  Juan,  Puerto 
Rico;  St.  Croix  and  St.  Thomas,  Virgin 
Islands;  Wake  Island,  Agana,  Guam;  Pago 
Pago,  American  Samoa;  Acapulco,  Guaymas, 
La  Paz,  Mcizatlan,  Merida,  Mexico  City.  Mon¬ 
terrey,  Puerto  Vallarta,  Tampico,  and  Vera¬ 
cruz,  Mexico;  and  terminal  points  in  Canada; 
between  Honolulu,  Hawaii,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  Agana,  Guam;  Wake 
Island;  and  Pago  Pago,  American  Samoa;  be¬ 
tween  points  In  Puerto  Rico,  on  the  one 


“  The  final  rates  for  civil  domestic  mail  of 
the  second,  third,  and  fourth  classes  estab¬ 
lished  by  Order  72-6-96,  dated  June  21,  1972, 
for  the  carriers,  points,  and  datec  specified 
therein  are. not  affected  by  this  order. 


hand,  and  St.  Croix  and  St.  Thomas,  Virgin 
Islands,  on  the  other;  between  points  In 
Puerto  Rico;  and  between  St.  Croix  and  St. 
Thomas,  Virgin  Islands; 

(2)  From  December  12, 1970,  through  Jan¬ 
uary  2,  1973,  between  points  In  the  48  con¬ 
tiguous  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  Anchorage,  Cordova, 
Fairbanks,  Juneau,  Ketchikan,  Kodiak,  and 
Yakutat,  Alaska,  on  the  other; 

(3)  On  and  after  January  3,  1973,  be¬ 
tween  points  In  the  48  contiguous  States  and 
the  District  of  Coliunbia,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  points  in  the  State  of  Alaska,  on  the 
other;  shall  be  the  sum  of  the  linehaul 
charges  and  the  terminal  charges  computed 
as  follows: 

(2)  Amend  the  first  paragraph  imder 
“1.  Linehaul  charges”  on  page  3  of  Order 
70-4-9  to  read  as  follows: 

1.  Linehaul  charges. — For  the  period  De¬ 
cember  12,  1970,  through  December  31,  1971, 
the  linehaul  charge  shall  be  the  product  of 
the  nonpriority  mail  ton-miles  times  the 
linehaul  rate  of  12.85  cen+3  per  nonpriority 
mall  ton-mile.  For  the  period  January  1, 
1972,  through  March  27,  1973,  the  linehaul 
charge  shall  be  the  product  of  the  non- 
prlorlty  ton-m.les  times  the  line-haul  rate 
of  12.63  cents  per  nonpriority  mall  ton-mile. 
The  nonpriority  mall  ton-miles  for  each  ship¬ 
ment  shall  be  computed  by  using  the  non¬ 
stop  great-circle  miles  between  the  station 
of  origin  and  station  of  destination  for  each 
shipment  as  the  standard  mileage  between 
such  points. 

(3)  Amend  paragraph  2(a)  on  page  3 
of  Order  70-4-9  to  read  as  follows: 

2.  Terminal  charges. — (a)  The  terminal 
charge  for  each  shipment  of  nonpriority  mall 
shall  be  the  product  of  the  pounds  of  non- 
priority  mall  In  each  shipment  times  the 
terminal  rate  per  pound  set  forth  below  for 
the  station  of  orl^n  of  the  mall  shipment: 


Station  of  origin 

Terminal  rate  per  pound  (cents) 

Dec.  12, 1970  to 
Dec.  31,  1971 

Jan.  1, 1972  to 
Mar.  27,  1973J 

Class  X . 

2.65 

2.61 

Class  Y . . 

5.31 

5.22 

Class  Z . 

10.61 

10.44 

(b)  Order  E-25610,  dated  August  28, 
1967,  as  amended,  shall  be  further 
amended  as  follows: 

(1)  Amend  paragraph  (2)  on  pages  1 
and  2  of  Order  E-25610  to  read  as 
follows: 

(2)  The  fair  and  reasonable  rates  of  com¬ 
pensation  to  be  paid  by  the  Postmaster  Gen¬ 
eral  for  the  transportation  by  air  of  mail 
other  than  that  for  which  rates  are  elsewhere 
established,  the  faculties  used  and  useful 
therefor,  and  the  services  connected  there¬ 
with  to: 

Airlift  International,  Inc. 

Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc. 

Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

Frontier  Airlines,  Inc. 

Hughes  Air  (Dorp. 

Mohawk  Airlines,  Inc. 

Northeast  Airlines,  Inc. 

North  Central  Airlines,  Inc. 

Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc. 

Southern  Airways,  Inc. 

Texas  International  Airlines,  Inc. 

United  Air  Lines,  Inc. 
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for  operations  over  their  witlre  systems  ss 
constituted  on  or  subsequent  to  December  13. 

1970,  and 

Alaslm  Airlines,  Inc. 

American  Airlines,  Inc. 

Branlff  Airways,  Inc. 

Caribbean>Atlantlc  Airlines,  Inc. 

Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

The  Flying  Tiger  Line,  Inc. 

National  Airlines,  Inc. 

Northwest  Airlines,  Inc. 

Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc. 

Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc. 

Trans  Caribbean  Airways,  Inc. 

Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc. 

Western  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

for  {^>erations  over  their  routes  within  the 
48  contiguous  States  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  Insofar  as  authorized  imder  cer¬ 
tificates  for  interstate  air  transportation; 
over  their  routes  between  points  within  the 
48  contiguous  States  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
points  In  the  State  of  Alaska;  Hilo  and 
Honolulu,  Hawaii;  Acapulco,  Merida,  Mexico 
City,  and  Monterrey,  Mexico;  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Klco;  points  In  the  Virgin  Islands; 
and  terminal  points  In  Canada;  and  between 
points  in  Puerto  Rico,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
points  In  the  Virgin  Islands,  on  the  other; 
between  points  In  Puerto  Blco;  and  between 
points  In  the  Virgin  Islands;  which  are  In 
effect  on  or  subsequent  to  December  12, 1970, 
shall  be  computed  by  obtaining  the  sum  of 
(1)  the  linehaul  charges,  and  (2)  the  ter¬ 
minal  charges,  computed  as  follows: 

(2)  Amend  the  first  paragraph  under 
“1,  Linehaul  charges”  on  page  2  of  Order 
E-25610  to  read  as  follows: 

1.  Linehaul  charges. — For  the  period 
December  12,  1970,  through  December  31, 

1971,  the  linehaul  charge  shall  be  the  product 
of  the  maU  ton-miles  times  the  linehaul  rate 
of  25.68  cents  per  maU  ton-mile.  For  the 
period  January  1,  1972,  through  March  27, 
1973,  the  linehaul  charge  shall  be  the  product 
of  the  mail  ton-miles  times  the  linehaul  rate 
of  25.25  cents  per  maU  ton-mile.  The  mall 
ton-miles  for  each  shipment  shall  be  com¬ 
puted  by  using  the  nonstop  great-circle 
miles  between  the  station  of  origin  and  sta¬ 
tion  of  destination  for  each  shipment  as  the 
standard  mile^e  between  such  points. 

(3)  Amend  paragraph  2(a)  on  page  2 
of  Order  E-25610  to  read  as  follows; 

2.  Terminal  charges. — (a)  The  terminal 
charge  for  each  shipment  of  maU  shaU  be 
the  product  of  the  pounds  of  mail  in  each 
shipment  times  the  terminal  rate  per  pound 
set  forth  below  for  the  station  of  origin  of 
the  mail  shipment: 


Station  of  origin 

Tenninal  rate  per  pound  (cents) 

Dec.  12, 1970  to 

Jan.  1, 1972  to 

Dec.  31, 1971 

Mar.  27,  1973 

X . 

2.80 

2.4« 

Y . 

6.01 

4.92 

Z . 

10.02 

9.86 

3.  The  final  service  mail  rates  here 
fixed  and  determined  are  to  be  paid  in 
their  entirety  by  the  Postmaster  General. 

4.  The  investigation  in  Docket  23080-1 
is  terminated  with  respect  to  the  air 
carriers  listed  in  paragraph  1  above. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a)  and  406  thereof,  and  the 
regulations  promulgated  in  14  CFR  Part 
302: 


It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  All  interested  persons,  and  particu¬ 
larly  Airlift  International,  Inc.,  Alaska 
Airlines,  Inc.,  Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc., 
American  Airlines.  Inc.,  Branlff  Airways, 
Inc„  Ctmtinental  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Delta 
Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Eastern  Air  Lines.  Inc., 
The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc.,  Frontier  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  Hughes  Air  Corp.,  National 
Airlines,  Inc.,  North  Cmitral  Airlines, 
Inc.,  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.,  Ozark  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  Pan  American  World  Airwasrs 
Inc.,  Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc.,  Seaboard 
World  Airlines,  Inc.,  Southern  Airways, 
Inc.,  Texas  International  Airlines,  Inc., 
Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  United  Air 
lines,  Inc.,  Western  Air  Lines.  Inc.,  and 
the  Postmaster  General  are  direct^  to 
show  cause  why  the  Board  should  not 
adopt  the  foregoing  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  and  fix,  determine,  and  publish 
the  final  rates  specified  above. 

2.  If  there  is  objection  to  the  rates 
proposed  herein,  notice  thereof  accom- 
imnied  by  written  answer  and  supporting 
documoits  shall  be  filed  within  14  days 
after  the  date  of  service  of  this  order. 

3.  If  objection  and  accompanying 
answer  are  not  filed  within  14  days  after 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order,  all  per¬ 
sons  shall  be  deemed  to  have  waived  the 
right  to  a  hearing  and  all  other  proce¬ 
dural  steps  short  of  a  final  decision  by 
the  Board,  and  the  Board  may  enter  an 
order  fixing  the  final  rates  and  in¬ 
corporating  the  findings  and  conclusions 
stated  herein.” 

4.  This  order  shall  be  sei*ved  upon 
the  parties  enumerated  in  paragraph  1 
above. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 

Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland," 

Secretary. 

[FR  Dcx;.73-18929  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  23080-2;  Order  73-8-1451 

PRIORITY  AND  NONPRIORITY  DOMESTIC 
SERVICE  MAIL  RATES — PHASE  2 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
30th  day  of  August  1973. 

By  Order  70-12-48,  dated  December  8, 
1970,  the  Board  opened  the  domestic 
priority'  and  nonpriority’  service  mail 
rates  as  of  December  12,  1970,  and  in¬ 
stituted  an  investigation  to  determine 
the  fair  and  reasonable  rates  of  compen¬ 
sation  to  be  paid  thereafter  fo£  domestic 


"Note  is  taken  of  the  fact  that  hearing 
In  Docket  23080-1  Is  currently  scheduled  for 
September  18,  1973  before  Administrative 
Law  Judge  Harry  H.  Schneider.  It  Is  antic¬ 
ipated  that  If  objection  and  answer  are  not 
timely  filed  the  Law  Judge  would  postpone 
cw  recess  the  hearing  pending  further  Board 
action. 

“  Appendices  A-E  filed  as  part  of  the  orig¬ 
inal  document. 

» Airmail  and  air  parcel  post. 

*  All  maU  other  than  airmail  and  air  parcel 
post. 


U.S.  mail  services.*  A  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence  was  held  in  July  1971,  but  several 
months  thereafter  the  Board  deferred  all 
further  procedural  steps  in  order  to  af¬ 
ford  the  Postmaster  General  and  the 
carriers  an  opportunity  to  study  new 
services  and  possible  modificatimi  of 
existing  services  which  would  affect  the 
rate  ultimately  to  be  established.*  These 
proceedings  having  failed  to  produce 
meaningful  results,  a  supplemental  pre- 
hearing  ccmference  was  held  in  April 
1973. 

On  July  10,  1973,  we  separated  this  in¬ 
vestigation  into  two  phases,  the  first  to 
establish  mail  rates  for  the  period  De¬ 
cember  12,  1970,  through  March  27,  1973, 
and  the  second  to  establish  rates  for  the 
period  on  and  after  March  28,  1973,  the 
date  transportation  of  mail  in  containers 
began.*  In  Order  73-8-144,  issued  con¬ 
temporaneously  herewith,  we  are  propos¬ 
ing  to  establish  final  multielement  serv¬ 
ice  mail  rates  for  the  Phase  1  period 
(Docket  23080-1). 

This  order  concerns  Phase  2  of  this  in¬ 
vestigation,  which  relates  to  what  has 
become  known  as  the  container  mail 
program.  The  program  had  its  genesis  in 
a  decision  by  the  Postmaster  General  to 
tender  for  air  transportatiwi  in  contain¬ 
ers  airmail  and  nonpriority  mail,  in¬ 
cluding  mail  previously  shipped  by 
surface  transportation.  Before  the  in¬ 
stitution  of  this  program,  all  domestic 
mail  was  tendered  to  the  carriers  in  sacks 
for  carriage  as  either  airmail  or  non¬ 
priority  mail,  the  principal  difference 
being  that  airmail  is  by  law  entitled  to 
priority  service.  Under  the  new  system, 
however,  no  distinction  is  made  in  the 
classes  of  mail  shipped  in  containers. 

On  March  22.  1973,  The  Flying  Tiger 
Line  Inc.,  filed  a  petition  to  establish 
final  service  mail  rates  for  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  containerized  mail  between  22 
city  pairs  on  its  domestic  route  system. 
The  petitioned  rates  are  applicable  only 
during  daylight  hours  and  are  based  on 
the  daylight  cemtainer  rates  embodied  in 
the  carrier’s  freight  rate  tariff.*  On 
March  28,  1973,  the  Postal  Service  began 
tendering  container  mail  to  Plying  Tiger 
in  the  markets  and  at  the  rates  proposed 
therein  and  has  used  these  rates  as  a 
basis  for  making  progress  payments  for 
container  services  subject  to  modifica¬ 
tion  depending  upon  the  final  service  mail 
rates  established  in  this  proceeding. 

Subsequent  to  the  Flying  Tiger  peti¬ 
tion,  most  of  the  trunkline  carriers  filed 
with  the  Board  petitions  proposing  a 
variety  of  temporary  and  final  service 
mail  rates  for  the  transportation  of  con¬ 
tainerized  mail  in  various  markets  in 
night  (standard)  and  daylight  service.’ 


*Tbe  services  pertain  to  U.S.  mall  carried 
(1)  between  points  within  the  60  states;  (2) 
between  the  50  states  and  certain  temtoiies 
and/or  possessions  of  the  U.S.;  (3)  between 
the  U.S.  and  foreign  “stub  end”  points  In 
Canada  and  Mexico;  and  (4)  between  and 
within  certain  territories  and  possessions. 

« Order  71-10-85,  October  21, 1971. 

‘Order  73-7-29. 

•  Tariff  CA3.  No.  19. 

American.  Continental,  Eastern,  North¬ 
west,  Pan  American,  Trans  World,  United, 
and  Western. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOl  38,  NO.  172 — THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  6,  1973 


NOTICES 


24249 


The  Postal  Service  filed  answers  in  sup¬ 
port  of  each  of  these  petitions  and  has 
commenced  shipping  containers  both  in 
daylight  and  standard  service  in  a  num¬ 
ber  of  markets  at  the  various  proposed 
rates. 

Although  the  petitioned  rates  vary  by 
carrier,  by  market,  by  type  of  container, 
by  time  of  day,  and  in  other  details,  they 
all  have  in  common  certain  charac¬ 
teristics,  The  rates  are  stated  in  terms  of 
a  pivot-weight  charge  for  the  type  of 
container  used  to  transport  the  mail  (e.g„ 
A-2,  LD-3,  LD-7)  with  a  further  charge 
for  each  100-pound  increment  by  which 
the  shipment  weight  exceeds  the  pivot 
weight  of  the  container;  separate  addi¬ 
tional  charges  are  levied  for  pickup  and 
delivery  of  the  containers  at  Postal 
Service  facilities;  and  the  services  to 
which  the  rates  apply  are,  in  most  in¬ 
stances,  to  be  offered  under  virtually  the 
same  terms  and  conditions  as  those  which 
presently  apply  to  the  transportation  of 
general  freight  commodities  in  con¬ 
tainers. 

During  the  time  these  petitions  have 
been  before  the  Board,  there  has  been 
a  dispute  between  the  Postal  Service  and 
several  trunkline  carriers  not  only  as  to 
the  proper  temporary  rates  for  container 
service,  but  also  as  to  the  appropriate 
distribution  of  mail  among  the  carriers 
pursuant  to  the  Postal  Reorganization 
Act.  An  open-court  settlement  was 
reached  by  the  parties  in  an  injunction 
action  in  the  District  of  Columbia  Dis¬ 
trict  Court  on  August  7,  1973,  in  which 
the  Postal  Service  agreed  to  distribute 
containerized  mail  fairly  and  equitably 
among  the  carriers,  who  in  turn  agreed 
to  provide  container  service  in  their 
domestic  markets  at  the  temporary  rates 
set  forth  in  their  petitions  filed  with  the 
Board.  This  settlement,  along  with  the 
uniform  industrywide  temporary  rates 
we  are  proposing  herein,  should  bring  an 
end  to  the  dispute  and  permit  the  effi¬ 
cient  transportation  of  mail  to  continue 
at  reasonable  charges.' 

We  propose  to  establish  temporary 
multielement  domestic  service  mail  rates 
for  the  certificated  carriers  for  sack  mail 
and  for  standard  and  daylight  con¬ 
tainer  mail,  container  minimum-charge 
weights,  and  pickup  and  delivery  rates 
to  be  effective  pending  completion  of 
Phase  2  of  this  investigation."  Effective 
October  1, 1973,  we  proposed  one  rate  and 
one  set  of  conditions  for  mail  in  sacks, 
whether  it  be  airmail  or  nonpriority 
mail,  in  conformity  with  the  removal  of 
distinctions  applicable  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  all  classes  of  mail  by  air  inlierent 
in  the  container  program.  For  the  period 
March  28  through  September  30,  1973, 
we  propose  to  continue  as  temporary 
rates  for  airmail  and  nonpriority  mail 
the  rates  proposed  in  Order  73-8-144  for 
the  period  ending  March  27,  1973. 


•  These  actions  largely  dissipate  the  charges 
and  counter-charges  In  motions  filed  by 
United  and  answers  thereto,  which  wUl  be 
dealt  with  by  separate  order. 

“  We  shall  propose  temporary  rates  for  the 
alr-taxl  and  commuter  operator  parties  by 
separate  order. 


The  rates  we  propose  constitute  uni¬ 
form,  systemwide  mail  rates  reflecting 
the  new  circumstances  presented  by  the 
use  of  containers  for  the  carriage  of  mail 
and  the  carriage  of  all  loose-sack  mail 
on  a  priority  basis.  These  services  are 
significantly  different  from  past  mail 
service,  and  the  rates  proposed  herein 
reflect  the  differences  in  costs  of  service. 

The  establishment  of  uniform  system- 
wide  rates  for  sack  and  container  mail 
is  consistent  with  the  policy  the  Board 
has  traditionally  followed  with  respect 
to  mail  as  well  as  other  transportation 
services  over  which  the  Board  has  exer¬ 
cised  its  ratemaking  jurisdiction.  Not 
only  will  an  industrywide  rate  structure 
place  all  carriers  on  an  equal  rating  basis, 
but  it  should  in  this  instance  have  the 
additional  salutary  effect  of  ending  the 
uneconomic  competition  for  container 
mail  which  has  resulted  in  the  plethora 
of  rate  petitions  and  the  court  action 
discussed  previously.  Uniform  rates  will 
be  effective  for  every  carrier  in  every 
market,  and  the  Postal  Service  can  go 
about  its  business  of  shipping  container 
and  sack  mail  at  reasonable  rates  on  the 
basis  of  service  considerations. 

The  proposed  temporary  rates  and 
charges  (except  pickup  and  delivery 
charges)  are  predicated  on  the  calendar 
1972  cost  and  traffic  data  submitted  by 
the  trunks  and  Flying  Tiger  in  Phase  1 
of  this  investigation,  with  appropriate 
adjustments  to  the  reported  cost  and  in¬ 
vestment  data  to  reflect  conformance 
with  the  seating-configuration,  load- 
factor,  and  rate-of-return  standards 
adopted  in  the  Domestic  Passenger-Fare 
Investigation.^*  Allocation  of  aircraft  ca¬ 
pacity  costs  is  based  on  the  space  method 
applied  by  the  Board  in  the  Nonpriority 
Mail  Rates  case.“  Densities  are  those  de¬ 
veloped  from  studies  in  the  Domestic  Air 
Freight  Rate  Investigation  (Docket 
22859) .  Relative  tons  enplaned,  also  em¬ 
ployed  in  the  Nonpriority  decision,  have 
been  used  to  allocate  traffic  servicing 
costs  to  mail  for  temporary  rate  purposes. 

Based  on  1972  costs  and  traffic  volume, 
the  total  economic  cost  (capacity  and 
noncapacity  costs  plus  an  increment  for 
taxes  and  return  on  investment)  for  the 
trunks  and  Flying  Tiger  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  domestic  mail  is  26.64  cents 
per  great-circle  ton-mile.  In  order  to 
establish  a  multielement  rate  formula, 
we  tentatively  find  that  a  65  /35  percent¬ 
age  relationship  between  the  linehaul 
and  terminal  charges  is  appropriate. 
Although  a  ratio  of  80  percent  linehaul 
to  20  percent  terminal  was  established 
in  the  Domestic  Service  Mail  Rate  case,” 
the  65/35  ratio  more  closely  approxi¬ 
mates  the  ratio  of  linehaul  to  terminal 
costs  which  is  being  experienced  in  air¬ 
line  operations  today.  The  linehaul  and 


“Phase  6A  (Seating  Configuration),  Order 
72-5-101,  May  26.  1972,  Phase  6B  (Load  Fac¬ 
tor),  Order  71-4-54,  April  9,  1971;  and  Phase 
8  (Rate  of  Return),  Order  71-4-58,  April  9, 
1971. 

“  Order  70-4-9.  April  2,  1970.  Since  one 
rate  Is  proposed  for  all  sack  mall,  a  reduced 
priority  weighting  Is  not  applied  to  non- 
prlorlty  mall. 

“  Order  E-25610,  August  28,  1967. 


terminal  charges  on  this  basis  are  17.32 
and  9.32  cents  per  mail  ton-mile. 

The  terminal  charges  in  the  domestic 
mail  rate  structure  established  in  the 
Service  Mail  and  Nonpriority  cases  were 
based  on  a  1-2-4  relationship  of  rates  per 
pound  of  mail  originated  at  stations 
classified  X,  Y,  and  Z,  respectively.  Ap¬ 
plying  the  same  1-2-4  relationship  to  the 
volumes  of  mail  originated  at  each  of  the 
standard  classification  stations,  the  9.32- 
cent  per  ton-mile  terminal  cost  breaks 
down  into  terminal  charges  of  4.48,  8.96, 
and  17.92  cents  per  pound  of  sack  mail 
originated  at  stations  classified  X,  Y,  and 
Z,  respectively. 

The  proposed  standard  container  ”  rate 
structure  consists  of  the  same  linehaul 
element  we  have  proposed  for  sack  mail, 
and  terminal  charges  reflecting  the  sav¬ 
ings  in  ground  handling  costs  generated 
by  shipping  mail  in  containers  instead  of 
sacks.  ITiis  saving,  which  we  have  calcu¬ 
lated  to  be  2.31  cents  per  pound  of  origi¬ 
nated  mail,  was  derived  from  a  compari¬ 
son  of  the  ground  handling  times  for  sack 
mail  and  containerized  freight  developed 
in  the  Parson’s  study  in  Docket  22859. 
Subtracting  the  saving  from  each  of  the 
sack-mail  terminal  charges  results  in  ter¬ 
minal  charges  for  containers  of  2.17,  6.65, 
and  15.61  cents  per  pound  of  mail  origi¬ 
nated  at  stations  classified  X,  Y,  and  Z, 
respectively. 

Because  the  costs  of  handling  con¬ 
tainers  is  presumably  the  same  whether 
the  container  is  shipped  during  the  day¬ 
time  or  at  night,  w'e  propose  the  same 
terminal  charges  for  daylight  container 
mail  as  for  standard  container  mail. 
However,  the  proposed  linehaul  charges 
are  lower.  Daylight  container  service  for 
mail,  like  daylight  container  service  for 
freight,  may  be  properly  considered  as 
off-peak  in  character  since,  like  freight, 
it  will  be  largely  provided  in  the  belly 
compartments  of  passenger  aircraft  typi¬ 
fied  by  low  cargo  space  load  factors.  The 
petitioning  carriers  have  apparently  rec¬ 
ognized  the  off-peak  nature  of  this  serv¬ 
ice  by  basing  their  daylight  container 
mail  proposals  on  applicable  daylight 
container  freight  rates;  however,  these 
container  freight  rates  are  predicated  on 
purely  promotional  considerations  and, 
as  such,  do  not  in  our  judgment  provide 
a  proper  foundation  upon  which  to  base 
rates  for  mail.  On  the  other  hand,  since 
it  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  daylight 
container  mail  will  fill  a  substantial  por¬ 
tion  of  otherwise  unused  belly  space,  we 
feel  that  it  is  unfair  to  charge  this  mail 
with  a  full  share  of  present  unused  ca¬ 
pacity  costs. 

We  have  therefore  developed  mail  rates 
for  daylight  containers  by  assuming,  on 
combination  aircraft,  the  same  53  per¬ 
cent  cargo  space  load  factor  as  experi¬ 
enced  in  all-cargo  services,  which  are 
presumably  scheduled  to  meet  the  de¬ 
mands  of  both  freight  shippers  and  the 


“  The  proposed  standard  container  rate  will 
be  applicable  on  filghts  departing  between  9 
p.m.  and  6  a.m.,  and  the  proposed  daylight 
container  rate  will  be  applicable  on  flights 
departing  between  6:01  a.m.  and  8:59  p.m. 
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Postal  Sen  ice.  Stated  differently,  we  pro¬ 
pose  to  allocate  capacity  costs  to  day¬ 
light  container  mail  as  if  the  combination 
aircraft  on  which  it  is  carried  were  oper¬ 
ated  with  a  belly  compartment  load 
factor  of  53  percent  instead  of  the  30  to 
35  percent  cargo  space  load  factors  cur¬ 
rently  being  achieved  on  these  aircraft, 
thereby  reducing  considerably  the  share 
of  unused  capacity  cost  allocable  to  this 
mail.  Applying  the  load  factor  so  as¬ 
sumed  to  the  capacity  costs  of  mail  trans¬ 
lates  into  a  linehaul  charge  for  daylight 
container  mail  which  is  56.8  percent  of 
that  for  sack  mail  and  standard  con¬ 
tainer  mail,  or  9.84  cents  per  ton-mile. 

In  order  to  assure  reasonable  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  the  space  occupied  by  containers, 
we  propose  minimum  chargable  weights'* 
for  each  of  the  container  types  reported 
in  the  carriers’  petitions  as  being  used 
to  transport  mail  similar,  at  least  con¬ 
ceptually,  to  the  variety  of  pivot  weights 
used  by  the  domestic  air  carriers  to  price 
their  containerized  freight  services.  Un¬ 
der  this  structure,  there  will  be  a  mini¬ 
mum  charge  for  the  shipment  of  each 
container  equal  to  the  product  of  its 
minimum  weight  times  the  rate  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  service  (standard  or  day¬ 
light)  in  which  the  container  is  moved. 
The  minimum-charge  weights  which  we 
propose  to  establish  for  each  standard 
container  are  as  follows; 

Minimum-charge 
Container  Type :  weight,  lbs. 

A-1 _  5,600 

A-2 _  6,000 

A-3 _ _ — .  6,200 

LI>-1 _  2,  200 

LD-3 _  2,  000 

LI>-5 _  3,  350 

LI>-7 _  4,  750 

LD-11 _  3,  350 

LD-W _  800 

We  find  these  charges  reasonable  for 
this  temporary  rate  p>eriod.  To  begin  with, 
they  are  well  within  the  range  of  pivot 
weights  embodied  in  the  carriers’  rate 
petitions  for  the  above-mentioned  con¬ 
tainers;  for  example,  our  proposed  weight 
of  6,000  poimds  for  the  A-2  container  is 
roughly  halfway  between  the  A-2  pivot 
weights  of  5,870  pounds  and  6,200  pounds 
proposed,  respectively,  by  Northwest  and 
United.  They  also  reflect  a  density  “ 
which,  on  the  one  hand,  should  continue 
to  facilitate  the  containerizing  and  ship¬ 
ping  of  letter  mail  during  p>eak  periods 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  allowing  the 
Postal  Service  some  flexibility  to  con¬ 
tainerize  lower-density  mail. 

Each  of  the  carrier  rate  petitions  in¬ 
cludes  charges  for  pickup  and  delivery 
services.  These  charges  in  all  instances 
consist  of  two  separate  sets  of  charges 


Chargeable  weight  as  used  herein  means 
the  gross  weight  of  the  shipment  less  the 
actual  empty  weight  of  the  container  In  the 
shipment. 

Under  standard  freight  practice,  the  min¬ 
imum  weight  of  a  container  Is  related  to  the 
Internal  cubic  capacity  of  the  container  times 
a  standard  density. 

'■*  Approximately  13  pounds  per  cubic  foot. 
The  densities  of  airmail  and  nonpriority 
mall  from  the  study  in  Docket  22859  are 
12.41  and  18.86  pounds  per  cubic  foot, 
respectively. 


for  two  different  types  of  service — the 
first  for  pickup  and  delivery  of  containers 
at  Postal  Service  facilities  located  in 
numerous  cities  throughout  the  country, 
which  rates  are  either  the  same  as  or 
similar  to  the  charges  in  their  freight 
rate  tariff  applicable  to  the  pickup  and 
delivery  of  containers  in  such  cities,** 
and  the  second  for  the  same  services 
when  performed  to  and  from  postal  facil¬ 
ities  on  or  adjacent  to  airports,  which 
vary  by  carrier  and  by  city,  and  are  pur¬ 
portedly  based  on  individual  carrier  costs 
of  providing  the  service.  Both  types  of 
service  are  governed  by  the  same  rules 
and  regulations  which  govern  the  air- 
port-to-airport  transportation  of  con¬ 
tainerized  mail  shipments,  except  for 
several  rules  and  provisions  which  re¬ 
late  to  specific  aspects  of  the  subject 
services  themselves. 

We  propose  to  adopt  the  charges  em¬ 
bodied  in  the  aforementioned  freight 
tariff  for  the  pickup  and  delivery  of  A-1, 
A-2,  A-3,  LD-1,  LD-3,  LD-5,  LD-7,  and 
LD-W  containers  as  our  temporary 
charges  for  pickup  and  delivery  of  these 
containers  at  Postal  Service  facilities  in 
the  cities  listed  in  this  tariff.**  These 
freight  charges  are  largely  based  on  pass¬ 
through  of  local  cartage  costs,  and  we 
perceive  no  reason  why  the  costs  of 
picking  up  and  delivering  a  container 
filled  with  mail  should  be  either  more  or 
less  than  the  costs  of  performing  these 
services  for  a  container  filled  with  air¬ 
freight.  Accordingly,  we  tentatively  find 
such  charges  reasonable  for  this  service 
for  this  period  of  temporary  rates. 

For  pickup  and  delivery  at  airport  and 
airport-adjacent  facilities,  we  propose  to 
adopt  the  following  set  of  charges  for 
each  of  the  types  of  containers  used  to 
transport  mail: 


Container  type : 

Charge 

A-1,  A-2.  A-3,  and 

$40.  or  the  appllc- 

LD-7. 

able  freight  tariff 

rate,  whichever 

Is  lower. 

LD-5  _ 

$20 

LD-1  and  LD-3— 

13 

LD-11  . 

22 

LD-W  _  _  _ 

5 

The.se  charges  were  determined  by 
comparing,  to  each  other,  each  of  the  pe¬ 
titioned  charges  for  this  service  in  nu¬ 
merous  major  hub  cities  **  which  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  generate  substantial  volumes 
of  container  mail  traffic,  and  selecting 
from  the  charges  so  compared  the  ones 
most  representative  thereof  for  each  of 
the  container  types.  Although  the  se¬ 
lected  charges  are  in  some  cities  below 
those  proposed  by  the  carriers,  they  are 
above  them  in  other  cities  so  that,  on  bal¬ 
ance,  we  believe  they  will  fairly  and  rea¬ 
sonably  remunerate  the  carriers  for  the 
provision  of  this  service  imtil  this  investi¬ 
gation  is  completed.  In  several  of  the 
sampled  cities,  however,  we  note  that  the 

“ATP  Tariff  No.  3-C,  C.A.B.  No.  19.  Sec¬ 
tion  I. 

We  propose  that  the  charges  for  LD-1 1 
containers  shall  be  the  same  as  tariff  rates 
for  LD-7  containers. 

’•For  example,  Boston,  Chicago,  Seattle, 
Philadelphia,  and  Los  Angeles. 


charge  selected  for  the  type  A-2  and  LD- 
7  containers  was  considerably  higher 
than  charges  embodied  in  the  carriers’ 
freight  tariff  for  pickup  and  delivery  of 
these  containers  at  such  points.  Since  it 
Is  reasonable  to  assume  that  the  costs  to 
pickup  or  deliver  these  containers  to  and 
from  airport  postal  facilities,  which  are 
obviously  in  close  proximity  to  aircraft, 
are  substantially  less  than  the  costs  to 
pickup  or  deliver  them  to  and  from  regu¬ 
lar  postal  facilities,  which  may  be  located 
at  considerable  distances  from  airports, 
the  applicable  tariff  charge  should  be 
more  indicative  of  the  service’s  cost  than 
the  selected  charge,  and,  therefore,  we 
believe  the  Postal  ^rvice  is  entitled  to 
the  benefit  of  the  lower  tariff  rate  when¬ 
ever  such  differences  exist. 

Since  we  intend  to  keep  the  present 
dual  system  of  airmail  and  nonpriority 
rates  for  sack  mail  in  effect  as  temporary 
rates  from  March  28  to  September  30, 
1973,  we  propose  to  continue  in  effect  for 
this  period  the  same  conditions  of  car¬ 
riage  for  these  two  classes  of  mail  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  the  Domestic  and  Nonpriority 
cases,  respectively,  supra.  On  and  after 
October  1, 1973,  we  propose  that  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  service  applicable  to  airmail 
shall  apply  to  all  sack  mail.  For  the 
transportation  of  mail  in  containers  and 
for  pickup  and  delivery  of  container  mail, 
we  propose  to  adopt  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  service  proposed  in  a  majority  of 
the  rate  petitions  on  file  with  the  Board 
(Appendixes  E  and  F) The  proposed 
terms  and  conditions  are  virtually  the 
same  as  those  embodied  in  the  carriers’ 
freight  tariff  for  the  transportation  and 
pickup  and  delivery  of  containerized 
freight  and  are  apparently  satisfactory 
to  the  Postal  Service  since  it  has  sup¬ 
ported  each  of  the  rate  petitions  in  which 
the  subject  conditions  have  been  pro¬ 
posed.  Accordingly,  we  find  such  terms 
and  conditions  reasonable  for  this  pe¬ 
riod  of  temporary  rates. 

Although  it  is  obviously  impossible  at 
this  time,  in  the  absence  of  any  experi¬ 
enced  data  on  the  relative  volumes  of 
sack  and  container  mail  to  be  transported 
by  the  carriers  in  different  markets,  to 
predict  accurately  the  results  which  will 
obtain  under  the  propiosed  rates  and 
charges,  we  believe  that  they  will  pro¬ 
vide  reasonable  compensation  for  the 
transportation  of  domestic  mail  pend¬ 
ing  the  completion  of  Phase  2  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Applied  to  the  revenue  ton-miles 
of  container  mail  carried  by  Flying  Tiger 
in  April  1973,  the  ton-mile  yield  from  our 
proposed  daylight  container  rate  is  very 
close  to  the  yield  experienced  by  Flying 
Tiger  during  that  month  under  the  rate 
proposed  in  its  petition.  Based  on  1972 
traffic  volume,  the  proposed  standard  and 
daylight  container  rates  also  compare 
favorably  with  freight  container  rates 
and  the  petitioned  rates  for  similar  pivot 
weights  and  densities  and  markets;  for 
example,  as  reflected  in  Appendix  C  at¬ 
tached.  our  proposed  daylight  container 
formula  produces  a  yield  of  11.6  cents  per 

“  An  exception  has  been  made  with  respect 
to  limitation  of  liability  for  loss  or  damage  to 
container  mall  shipments. 
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ton-mile  in  the  New  York-Los  Angeles 
market  for  the  transportation  of  mail  in 
A-2  type  containers,  as  contrasted  with 
a  yield  of  11.2  cents  per  ton-mile  from 
the  transportation  In  that  market  of 
general  freight  commodities  in  these  con¬ 
tainers  at  currently  applicable  airfreight 
rates.  As  reflected  in  Appendix  D,  the 
ton-mile  yield  produced  by  transporting 
mail  in  LD-3  containers  between  Chicago 
and  Los  Angeles  is  23.41  cents  under  the 
formula  proi>osed  for  standard  container 
service  and  21.64  cents  imder  the  formula 
for  this  same  service  proposed  in  the 
petition  of  Northwest.”  Another  rough 
estimate  of  the  results  for  the  proposed 
sack  and  container  rates  was  obtained  by 
comparing  the  actual  1972  priority  and 
nonpriority  mail  yields  experienced  by 
each  of  the  carriers  with  yields  con¬ 
structed  by  applying  the  proposed  rates 
to  their  1972  mail  volumes  as  rep>orted  on 
Form  41.  This  comparison,  embodied  in 
Appendix  B,  shows  most  of  the  trunkline 
carriers  receiving  higher  yields  vmder  the 
new  temporary  rate  formulas  than  they 
did  under  the  old  rate  formulas  and  the 
local  service  carriers  and  several  of  the 
shorter-haul  trunk  carriers  achieving 
considerably  higher  mail  yields  than  they 
have  in  the  past.”  Based  on  these  teste 
and  comparisons,  and  bearing  in  mind 
that  overall  mail  revenues  should  Increase 
as  more  mail  is  shipped  in  containers, 
we  conclude  that  the  temporary  rates  and 
charges  proposed  herein  will  produce  re¬ 
sults  well  within  the  zone  of  reasonable¬ 
ness  for  the  services  involved. 

Proposed  Findings  and  Conclusions 

On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Board  proposes  to  issue  an  order  to  in¬ 
clude  the  following  tentative  findings 
and  conclusions: 

1.  The  fair  and  reasonable  temporary 
rates  of  compensation  to  be  paid  by  the 
Postmaster  General 

(a)  Prom  March  28  through  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1973,  for  the  transportation  by 
air  of  nonpriority  mail  (i.e.,  all  mail 
other  than  airmail  and  air  parcel  post, 
which  may  be  tendered  from  time  to  time 
by  the  Postal  Service  in  sacks  and  car¬ 
ried  on  a  space- available  basis)  other 
than  that  for  which  rates  are  elsewhere 
established,  the  facilities  used  and  useful 
therefor,  and  the  services  connected 
therewith,  to  Airlift  International,  Inc., 


»  Yields  for  the  carrier-proposed  rates  were 
computed  at  the  pivot  weights  reflected  In 
their  petitions  or  at  our  proposed  minimum 
charge  weights,  whichever  was  lower. 

“For  example,  whereas  American  experi¬ 
enced  yields  of  27.07  and  15.35  cents  per  ton- 
mile  of  priority  and  nonpriority  mall  trans¬ 
ported  In  calendar  1972,  we  have  estimated 
that  It  would  achieve  priority  and  nonpriority 
mall  yields  of  28.48  cents  and  17.11  cents  per 
ton-mile  from  March  28  to  September  30  of 
this  year  and,  thereafter,  a  sack  yield  of 
24.87  cents  under  the  proposed  single  rate 
for  sack  mail.  On  the  other  hand,  the  new 
temporary  rate  formulas  would  give  Alle¬ 
gheny  a  sack  mail  yield  of  45.14  cents  per 
ton-mile  as  compared  with  the  ton-mile 
yields  of  40.98  and  23.31  cents  which  that 
carrier  achieved  from  the  transportation  of 
priority  and  nonpriority  mail  during  1972. 


Alaska  Airlines,  Inc.,  Allegheny  Airlines, 
Inc.,  American  Airlines,  Inc.,  Braniff  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.,  Caribbean-Atlantic  Airlines, 
Inc.,  Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Delta 
Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc., 
The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc.,  Frontier  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  Hughes  Air  Corp.,  National 
Airlines,  Inc.,  North  Centr^  Airlines, 
Inc.,  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.,  Ozark  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  Pan  American  World  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.,  Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc.,  Sea¬ 
board  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  Southern  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.,  Texas  International  Airlines, 
Inc.,  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  United 
Air  Lines,  Inc.,  and  Western  Air  Lines, 
Inc.,  for  operations  over  their  routes  au¬ 
thorized  imder  certificates  in  effect  on  or 
subsequent  to  March  28,  1973,  within  the 
48  contiguous  States  and  the  District  of 
Coliunbia;  between  points  in  the  48  con¬ 
tiguous  States  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  points  in  the  State  of  Alaska;  Hilo 
and  Honolulu,  Hawaii;  San  Juan,  Puerto 
Rico;  St.  Croix  and  St.  Thomas,  Virgin 
Islands;  Wake  Island:  Agana,  Guam; 
Pago  Pago,  American  Samoa;  Acapulco, 
Guaymas,  La  Paz,  Mazatlan,  Merida, 
Mexico  City,  Monterrey,  Puerto  Vallarta, 
Tampico,  and  Veracruz,  Mexico;  and 
terminal  points  in  Canada;  between 
Honolulu,  Hawaii,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  Agana,  Guam;  Wake 
Island;  and  Pago  Pago,  American 
Samoa;  between  points  in  Puerto  Rico, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  St.  Croix  and  St. 
Thomas,  Virgin  Islands,  on  the  other; 
between  points  in  Puerto  Rico;  and  be¬ 
tween  St.  Croix  and  St.  Thcanas,  Virgin 
Islands;  shall  be  the  sum  of  a  linehaiU 
charge  of  12.63  cents  per  nonstop  great- 
circle  ton-mile  and  terminal  charges  of 
2.61,  5.22,  and  10.44  cents  per  pound  at 
stations  of  origin  classified  as  X,  Y,  and 
Z,  respectively,®  subject  to  the  terms  and 
conditions  specified  in  Order  70-4-9, 
dated  April  2,  1970. 

(b)  Prom  March  28  through  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1973,  for  the  transportation  by 
air  of  mail  in  sacks  other  than  that  for 
which  rates  are  elsewhere  established, 
the  facilities  used  and  useful  therefor, 
and  the  services  connected  therewith, 
to 

Airlift  International.  Inc. 

Allegheny  Alrlinee,  Inc. 

Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

Frontier  Airlines,  Inc. 

Hughes  Air  Corp. 

North  Central  Airlines,  Inc. 

Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc. 

Southern  Airways,  Inc. 

Texas  International  Airlines,  Inc. 

United  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

for  operations  over  their  entire  systems 
as  constituted  on  or  subsequent  to 
March  28,  1973,  and 

Alaska  Airlines,  Inc. 

American  Airlines,  Inc. 

Braniff  Airways,  Inc. 

Caribbean- Atlantic  Airlines,  Inc. 

Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc. 

National  Airlines,  Inc. 

Northwest  Airlines,  Inc. 


“  As  deflned  In  Order  70  4  9. 


Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc. 

Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc. 

Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc. 

Western  Air  Lines,  Inc, 

for  operations  over  their  routes  w’ithin 
the  48  contiguous  States  and  the  District 
of  Columbia  insofar  as  authorized  imder 
certificates  for  interstate  air  transporta¬ 
tion;  over  their  routes  between  points 
withm  the  48  contiguous  States  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  State  of 
Alaska;  Hilo  and  Honolulu,  Hawaii; 
Acapulco,  Merida,  Mexico  City,  and 
Monterrey,  Mexico;  San  Juan,  Puerto 
Rico;  points  in  the  Virgin  Islands;  and 
terminal  points  in  Canada;  and  between 
points  in  Puerto  Rico,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  points  in  the  Virgin  Islands,  on  the 
other;  between  points  in  Puerto  Rico; 
and  between  points  in  the  Virgm  Islands; 
which  are  in  effect  on  or  subsequent  to 
March  28,  1973,  shall  be  the  sum  of  a 
linehaul  charge  of  25.25  cents  per  non¬ 
stop  great-circle  ton-mile  and  terminal 
charges  of  2.46,  4.92,  and  9.85  cents  per 
pound  at  stations  or  origm  classified  as, 
X,  Y,  and  Z,  respiectively,  subject  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  specified  in  Order 
E-25610,  dated  August  28.  1967. 

(c)  On  and  after  October  1,  1973,  for 
the  transportation  by  air  of  mail  m  sacks 
other  than  that  for  which  rates  are  else¬ 
where  established,  the  facilities  used  and 
useful  therefor,  and  the  seiwices  con¬ 
nected  therewith,  to 

Airlift  International,  Inc. 

Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc. 

Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

Frontier  Airlines,  Inc. 

Hughes  Air  Corp. 

North  Central  Airlines,  Inc. 

Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc. 

Southern  Airways,  Inc. 

Texas  International  Airlines,  Inc. 

United  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

for  operations  over  their  entire  systems 
as  constituted  on  or  subsequent  to  Octo¬ 
ber  1, 1973,  and 

Alaska  Airlines.  Inc. 

American  Airlines,  Inc. 

Braniff  Airways,  Inc. 

Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc. 

National  Airlines,  Inc. 

Northwest  Airlines,  Inc. 

Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc. 

Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc. 

TransWorld  Airlines.  Inc. 

Western  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

for  operations  over  their  routes  within 
the  48  contiguous  States  and  the  District 
of  Columbia  insofar  as  authorized  under 
certificates  for  interstate  air  transporta¬ 
tion;  over  their  routes  between  points 
within  the  48  contiguous  States  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  State  of 
Alaska;  Hilo  and  Honolulu,  Hawaii;  Aca¬ 
pulco,  Merida,  Mexico  City,  and  Monter¬ 
rey.  Mexico;  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico; 
points  in  the  Virgin  Islands;  and  termi¬ 
nal  points  in  Canada;  and  between  points 
in  Puerto  Rico,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
points  in  the  Virgin  Islands,  on  the  other; 
between  points  In  Puerto  Rico;  and  be¬ 
tween  piointe  in  the  Virgin  Islands;  which 
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are  in  effect  on  or  subsequent  to  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1973,  shall  be  the  sum  of  a  line- 
haul  charge  of  17.32  cents  per  nonstop 
great-circle  ton-mile  and  terminal 
charges  of  4.48,  8.96,  and  17.92  cents  per 
pound  at  stations  of  origin  classified  as 
X.  Y,  and  Z,  respectively,  subject  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  specified  in  Order 
E-25610,  dated  August  28,  1967.’* 

(d)  On  and  after  March  28,  1973,  for 
the  transportation  by  air  of  mail  in  con¬ 
tainers.  the  facilities  used  and  useful 
therefor,  and  the  services  connected 
therewith,  for  the  carriers  and  between 
the  points  listed  in  subparagraph  (c) 
above,  (1)  between  9:00  p.m.  and  6:00 
a.m.  local  time,  the  sum  of  a  linehaul 
charge  of  17.32  cents  per  nonstop  great- 
circle  ton-mile  and  terminal  charges  of 
2.17,  6.65,  and  15.61  cents  per  pound  at 
stations  of  origin  classified  as  X,  Y,  and 
Z,  respectively,  and  (2)  between  6:01  a.m. 
and  8:59  p.m.  local  time,  the  sum  of  a 
linehaul  charge  of  9.84  cents  per  non¬ 
stop  great-circle  ton-mile  and  terminal 
charges  of  2.17,  6.65,  and  15.61  cents  per 
pound  at  stations  of  origin  classified  as 
X.  Y,  and  Z,  respectively;  subject  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in  Appen¬ 
dix  E  attached  hereto,  and  subject  to  a 
minimum  charge  for  each  container 
equal  to  the  product  of  the  rate  specified 
in  (1)  or  (2)  above,  as  applicable,  times 
the  minimum  chargeable  weight  set  forth 
below  for  the  container  in  which  the  mail 
is  transported: 


Minimum  Charge 

Container  Type:  Weight,  lbs. 


A-1  __ 
A-2  -- 
A-3  — 
LD-1  . 
LD-3  . 
LD-5  - 
LD-7  . 
LI>-11 
LD-W 


5600 

6000 

6200 

2200 

2000 

3350 

4750 

3350 

800 


(e)  The  mail  ton-miles  for  each  ship¬ 
ment  shall  be  computed  by  using  the 
nonstop  great-circle  ton-miles  between 
the  station  of  origin  and  station  of  des¬ 
tination  for  each  shipment  as  the  stand¬ 
ard  mileage  between  such  points. 

(f)  On  and  after  March  28,  1973,  for 
the  pickup  and  the  delivery  of  mail  in 
containers,  for  the  carriers  and  at  the 
points  listed  in  subparagraph  (c)  above, 
(1 )  at  Postal  Service  facilities  other  than 
the  facilities  mentioned  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (2)  below,  the  charges  in  ATP 
Tariff  No.  3-C,  C.A.B.  No.  19,  applicable 
to  the  pickup  and  delivery  of  A-1,  A-2, 
A-3,  LD-1,  LD-3,  LD-5,  LI>-7,  and  LI>-W 
containers  in  the  cities  listed  in  this  tar- 


“  On  and  after  October  1,  1973,  the  tem¬ 
porary  rates  for  sack  maU  to  and  from  points 
previously  subject  to  the  nonpriority  mail 
rate  but  not  included  in  domestic  priority 
mall  rate  orders  (l.e..  Wake  Island;  Agana, 
Guam;  Pago  Pago,  American  Samoa;  Guay- 
mas.  La  Paz,  Mazatlan,  Puerto  Vallarta,  Tam¬ 
pico,  and  Veracruz,  Mexico)  will  thus  be  the 
mail  rates  established  by  Board  orders  ap¬ 
plicable  to  those  points  (l.e..  Orders  68-9-9, 
dated  September  4,  19^,  and  69-10-149, 
dated  October  30,  1969,  as  amended). 


iff,*  and  (2)  at  Postal  Service  facilities 
located  on  or  adjacent  to  ahports,  the 
charges  set  forth  below  for  each  of  the 
types  of  containers  used  to  transport 
mail: 

Contai  ner  type :  Ch  arge 

A-1,  A-2,  A-3  and  $40,  or  the  ap- 
LD-7.  plicable  freight 

tariff  rate, 

whichever  is 
lower. 

LD-5  .  $20 

LD-1  and  LD-3 _  13 

LD-11  _  22 

LD-W  . .  5 

subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  set 
forth  in  Appendix  P  attached  hereto. 

2.  The  temporary  service  mail  rates, 
including  both  linehaul  and  terminal 
charges,  container  minimum  charges, 
and  pickup  and  delivery  charges,  estab¬ 
lished  herein  shall  be  paid  in  their  en¬ 
tirety  by  the  Postmaster  General  and 
shall  be  subject  to  retroactive  adjust¬ 
ment  to  March  28,  1973,  as  may  be  re¬ 
quired  by  the  order  establishing  final 
service  mail  rates  in  Docket  23080-2. 

3.  The  petitions  filed  by  American  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc., 
Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.,  Pan  American 
World  Airways,  Inc.,  and  United  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  insofar  as  they  request  the 
establishment  of  temporary  container 
mail  rates  in  Docket  23080-2  are  dis¬ 
missed. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a)  and  406  thereof,  and  the 
regulations  promulgated  in  14  CFR  Part 
302: 

It  is  ordered.  That; 

1.  All  interested  persons,  and  particu¬ 
larly  Airlift  International,  Inc.,  Alaska 
Airlines.  Inc.,  Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc., 
American  Airlines,  Inc.,  Braniff  Airways. 
Inc.,  Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Delta 
Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc., 
The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc.,  Frontier  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  Hughes  Air  Corp.,  National 
Airlines,  Inc.,  North  Central  Airlines, 
Inc.,  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.,  Ozark  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  Pan  American  World  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.,  Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc.,  Sea¬ 
board  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  Southern  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.,  Texas  International  Airlines, 
Inc.,  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  United 
Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Western  Air  Lines,  Inc., 
and  the  Postmaster  General,  are  directed 
to  show  cause  why  the  Board  should  not 
adopt  the  foregoing  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  and  fix,  determine,  and  publish  the 
temporary  rates  and  charges  specified 
therein  pending  the  fixing  of  final  rates 
and  charges  in  this  investigation. 

2.  Further  procedures  herein  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  practice, 
14  CFR  Part  302,  and  if  there  is  any  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  rates  and  charges  or  to  the 
other  findings  and  conclusions  proposed 
herein,  notice  thereof  shall  be  filed 
within  15  days,  and,  if  notice  is  filed, 
written  answer  and  supporting  docu- 


^The  charges  for  LD-11  containers  shaU 
be  the  same  as  the  tariff  rates  for  LD-7  con¬ 
tainers. 


ments  shall  be  filed  within  30  days,  after 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order. 

3.  If  notice  of  objection  is  not  filed 
within  15  days,  or  if  notice  is  filed  and 
answer  is  not  filed  within  30  days,  after 
service  of  this  order,  all  iiersons  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  waived  the  right  to  a 
hearing  and  all  other  procedural  steps 
short  of  an  order  fixing  temporary 
service  mail  rates,  minimum  con¬ 
tainer  charges,  and  pickup  and  delivery 
charges,  and  the  Board  may  enter  an 
order  incorporating  the  findings  and 
conclusions  proposed  herein  and  fixing 
and  determining  the  temporary  rates 
and  charges  herein  specified. 

4.  If  notice  of  objection  and  answer  are 
filed  presenting  issues  for  hearing,  issues 
going  to  the  establishment  of  the  fair 
and  reasonable  temporary  rates  and 
charges  herein  shall  be  limited  to  those 
specifically  raised  by  such  answers  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  provided  in  14  CFR 
302.307. 

5.  Docket  25710  be,  and  it  hereby  is 
consolidated  into  Docket  23080-2. 

6.  The  motions  of  American  Airlines. 
Inc.,  Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc., 
Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.,  United  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  and  Trans  World  Airlines. 
Inc.,  to  amend  their  petitions  in  Docket 
23080-2  be,  and  they  hereby  are  granted. 

7.  The  motions  of  the  Postmaster 
General  for  consolidation  of  Dockets 
25646,  25670,  and  25710  into  Docket 
23080-2  be,  and  they  hereby  are  dis¬ 
missed  as  moot.* 

8.  This  order  shall  be  served  upon  the 
parties  listed  in  paragraph  1  above. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland," 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.73-18930  PUed  9-5-73;8:45  am) 

CITIZENS’  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
ON  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY 

NOTICE  OF  MEETING 

The  Citizens’  Advisory  Committee  on 
Environmental  Quality  will  meet  on  Sep¬ 
tember  9-10,  1973,  in  Moran  and  Moose, 
Wyoming.  The  Committee  advises  the 
President  and  the  Council  on  Environ¬ 
mental  Quality  mi  matters  pertaining  to 
environmental  quality. 

On  September  9,  the  Committee  will 
take  a  bus  tour  conducted  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service  to  review  programs 
and  problems  related  to  the  management 
of  Grand  Teton  National  Park.  The  tour 
will  depart  from  Jackson  Lake  Lodge, 
Moran,  Wyoming,  at  8:30  a.m.  On  Sep¬ 
tember  10  at  9:30  a.m.,  the  Committee 
will  meet  at  the  JY  Ranch,  Moose. 
Wyoming.  The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is 
to  review  pending  Committee  business 


“"Dockets  25646  and  25670  were  consoli¬ 
dated  Into  Docket  23080-2  by  Order  73-7-29, 
July  10.  1973. 

”  Appendices  A-F  filed  as  part  of  the  origi¬ 
nal  document. 
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and  consider  future  Committee  activities. 
Subjects  to  be  discussed  include  land  use 
and  urban  growth,  energy  conservation, 
park  and  recreation  management.  Com¬ 
mittee  publications,  and  other  current 
environmental  issues. 

A  limited  number  of  seats — approxi¬ 
mately  10 — will  be  available  to  observers 
from  the  press  and  the  public  on  a 
reserved,  flrst-come  basis.  Requests  to 
attend  the  meeting  must  be  submitted  in 
writing  or  by  telephone  no  later  than 
Friday,  September  7,  1973,  to  Lawrence 
N.  Stevens,  Executive  Director,  Citizens’ 
Advisory  Committee  on  Environmental 
Quality,  1700  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006,  telephone  202- 
223-3040.  Oral  statements  or  questioning 
of  Committee  members  or  other  par¬ 
ticipants  by  observers  in  attendance  at 
the  meeting  will  not  be  permitted.  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  may  file  written  state¬ 
ments  with  the  Committee  before  or  after 
the  meeting. 

Requests  for  information  should  be 
submitted  to  Lawrence  N.  Stevens  (ad¬ 
dress  given  above) . 

Lawrence  N.  Stevens, 
Executive  Director. 

[PR  Doc.73-19081  Filed  9-5-73;  10:00  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

AGREEMENT  BETWEEN  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
AND  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

Notice  Regarding  Matters  of  Mutual 
Responsibility;  Amendment 

Cross  Reference:  For  a  document 
giving  notice  of  an  amended  agreement 
between  the  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare,  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  (FDA)  and  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  on 
matters  of  mutual  responsibility  imder 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  and  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungi¬ 
cide  and  Rodenticide  Act,  see  FR  Doc. 
18799,  “Agreement  between  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
and  the  Environmental  Protection  Ag¬ 
ency”  appearing  at  page  24233  of  this 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register. 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

CITY  OF  LOS  ANGELES,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763  (46 
U.S.C.814)). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreements  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street,  NW., 
Room  1015;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ments  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at 
New  York,  N.Y,,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana, 
and  San  Francisco,  California.  Com¬ 


ments  on  such  agreements,  including  re¬ 
quests  for  hearing,  may  be  submitted  to 
the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20573,  on  or 
before  September  26,  1973.  Any  person 
desiring  a  hearing  on  the  proposed  agree¬ 
ments  shall  provide  a  clear  and  concise 
statement  of  the  matters  upon  which 
they  desire  to  adduce  evidence.  An  alle¬ 
gation  of  discrimination  or  imfairness 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  de¬ 
scribing  the  discrimination  or  unfair¬ 
ness  with  particularity.  If  a  violation  of 
the  Act  or  detriment  to  the  commerce 
of  the  United  States  is  alleged,  the  state¬ 
ment  shall  set  forth  with  particularity 
the  acts  and  circumstances  said  to  con¬ 
stitute  such  violation  or  detriment  to 
commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreements  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreements  filed  by: 

Burt  Pines,  Esq. 

City  Attorney 
Harbor  Division 
P.O.  Box  151 

San  Pedro,  California  90733 

Agreement  No.  T-2849,  between  the 
City  of  Los  Angeles  (CJity)  and  Japan 
Line,  Ltd.,  Kawasaki  Kisen  Kaiska,  Ltd., 
Mitsui  O.S.K.  Lines,  Ltd.,  and  Yama- 
shita-Shinnihon  Steamship  Co.,  Ltd. 
(the  Lines).,  is  a  2-year  nonexclusive 
preferential  berth  assignment  agreement 
providing  for  the  Lines’  use  of  approxi¬ 
mately  17.84  acres  of  terminal  property 
at  Los  Angeles,  California.  'The  facility 
is  to  be  used  for  the  docking  and  mooring 
of  vessels,  for  the  receipt,  handling,  load¬ 
ing,  unloading,  storage,  transporting  and 
delivery  of  containerized  cargo  and  for 
uses  incidental  thereto.  As  compensation 
the  Lines  will  pay  City  the  total  amount 
of  all  charges  accruing  for  dockage, 
wharfage,  wharf  storage,  wharf  demur¬ 
rage,  and  all  other  charges  which  accrue 
imder  Port  of  Los  Angeles  Tariff  No.  3, 
with  a  minimum  payment  of  $332,227  per 
annum  and  a  maximum  payment  of 
$413,476  per  annum.  In  computing  the 
minimum  and  maximum  compensation, 
the  Lines  shall  be  entitled  to  a  credit 
each  month  in  the  amount  of  all  revenues 
received  by  City  from  secondary  users  of 
the  premises. 

Agreement  No.  T-2849-A,  between  the 
same  parties,  provides  for  the  nonexclu¬ 
sive  preferential  assignment  to  the  Lines 
of  a  twin-lift  gantry  type  container  crane 
at  Berths  129-131,  at  rates  set  forth  in 
the  Port  of  Los  Angeles  Tariff  No.  3,  with 
a  maximum  annual  compensation  of 
$120,541.  City  will  permit  secondary  use 
by  other  persons  and  will  retain  revenues 
received  therefrom. 

Dated  August  31, 1973. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

(FRDoc.  73-18873  PUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 
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ST.  LOUIS  TERMINALS  CORP.  AND 
GRANITE  CITY  TERMINALS  CORP. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763  (46 
U.S.C.  814)). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street,  NW., 
Room  1015;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y,,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  and 
San  Francisco,  California.  Comments  on 
such  agreements,  including  requests  for 
hearing,  may  be  submitted  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before 
September  26,  1973.  Any  person  desiring 
a  hearing  on  the  proposed  agreement 
shall  provide  a  clear  and  concise  state¬ 
ment  of  the  matters  upon  which  they 
desire  to  adduce  evidence.  An  allegation 
of  discrimination  or  unfairness  shall  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  describing 
the  discrimination  or  imfaimess  with 
particularity.  If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or 
detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States  is  alleged,  the  statement  shall  set 
forth  with  particularity  the  acts  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  said  to  constitute  such  viola¬ 
tion  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by: 

Mr.  E.  J.  Sheppard  IV,  Attorney  for  St.  Louis 

Terminal  CJorporatlon,  Morgan,  Lewis  & 

Bockius,  1140  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20036 

Agreement  No.  T-2843,  between  St. 
Louis  Terminals  Corporation  (Termi¬ 
nals)  and  Granite  City  Terminals  Cor¬ 
poration  (Granite  City),  provides  for 
the  25-year  sublease  (with  renewal  op¬ 
tions)  to  Granite  City  of  certain  marine 
terminal  property  at  Granite  Chty  Harbor 
in  the  Missouri -Illinois  Metropolitan 
District,  which  Terminals  leases  from  Bi- 
State  Development  Agency  (Bi-State). 
Granite  City  will  use  the  premises  as  a 
public  river-rail-truck  terminal  for  the 
handling  of  waterborne  cargo  and  uses 
incidental  thereto.  Granite  City  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  all  of  the  terms,  provisions,  and 
conditions  of  Agreement  No,  T-2840,  as 
amended,  between  Bi-State  and  Termi¬ 
nals.  As  compensation.  Granite  City  will 
collect  and  retain  as  its  own  property  all 
revenue  derived  from  the  operation  of 
said  terminal  facilities. 

Dated  August  31, 1973. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.73-18874  FUed  9-5-73;8:46  am] 
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FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

lEKKket  No.  KP73-981 

ALGONQUIN  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Order  Refecting  Proposed  Increase  in  Rates 
and  Charges  and  Permitting  Intervention 

August  29,  1973. 

On  June  8, 1973.  Algonquin  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Co.  (Algonquin)  tendered  for  fil¬ 
ing  First  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  11-C  and 
11-D  of  its  FPC  Tariff,  Original  Volume 
No.  1.  The  tendered  sheets  reflect  a 
change  in  the  rate  form  for  Synthetic 
Natural  Gas  (SNG)  sales  from  a  one 
part  rate  of  $1.80  per  Mcf,  to  a  two  part, 
Demand-Commodity  form  of  rate.* 

*  The  proposed  revised  rate  consists  of 
a  monthly  Demand  Charge  of  $15.90 
per  Mcf  of  contract  demand  plus  a  Com¬ 
modity  Charge  described  as  the  average 
cost  of  feedstock  per  Mcf  of  SNG  pro¬ 
duced  during  the  billing  month.  The 
proposed  revised  tariff  also  contains  a 
minimum  monthly  bill  cmisisting  of  the 
Demand  Charge  plus  the  Commodity 
Charge  specified  above  multiplied  by  a 
minimum  volume  of  SNG  for  the  par¬ 
ticular  billing  month. 

Algonquin  requests  an  effective  date 
of  one  day  after  the  service  under  the 
initial  rate  is  instituted  (estimated  to 
be  October  16,  1973)  and,  accordingly, 
requests  w^aiver  of  Section  154.22  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  under  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  to  permit  the  filing  to  be 
made  at  this  time. 

Section  154.38(d)  of  the  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  requires  that 
a  specific  rate  (cents  or  dollars  and  cents 
per  unit)  be  stated  in  filed  rate  sched¬ 
ules  and  that  no  periodic  adjustment 
provisions  may  be  included  in  a  rate 
schedule  or  tariff  w'hich  purports  to 
change  the  specified  rate.  The  rate  for¬ 
mula  Algonquin  proposes  here  is  clearly 
not  in  conformance  with  our  regulations. 
The  Commodity  Charge  which  Algon¬ 
quin  proposes  is  unknown  and  would  not 
be  knoTx-n  with  any  certainty  until  after 
the  monthly  bill  is  computed.  We  must 
assume  that  Algonquin  is,  therefore, 
seeking  waiver  of  Section  154.38  of  our 
Regulations. 

As  we  stated  in  Opinion  Nos.  637  and 
637-A,  Algonquin  may  file  for  an  in¬ 
crease  in  rates  under  section  4(e)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  provided  such  increase 
is  cost  based,  and  the  increased  costs  are 
reasonably  and  prudently  incurred.  How¬ 
ever,  we  cannot  accept  for  filing  the  rates 
proposed  in  this  docket  since  the  filing 
constitutes  a  radical  departure  from  our 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
as  well  as  from  the  guidelines  laid  down 
in  Opinion  Nos.  637  and  637-A.  Algon¬ 
quin  here  is  attempting  to  not  only  in¬ 
crease  its  rates  but  also  to,  in  effect,  in¬ 
clude  a  tracking  provision  in  its  SNG 


» By  filing  also  made  on  June  8.  1973,  Al¬ 
gonquin  tendered  the  above  described  Initial 
rate  for  filing.  That  rate  was  accepted  for 
filing  by  order  issued  August  10,  1973,  in 
Docket  Nos.  CP72-35  and  CP69-41.  An  earlier 
filing  of  an  Initial  and  revised  rate,  ten¬ 
dered  In  AprU  16,  1973,  was  rejected  by  order 
Issued  June  5, 1973. 


rate  to  allow  it  to  adjust  its  monthly 
Commodity  Charge  to  correspond  to 
changes  in  the  price  of  naphtha  feed¬ 
stock  from  its  supplier.  Algonquin  SNG, 
Inc.  In  Opinion  637-A  we  stated  that  we 
intend  to  insure  that,  increases  in  rates 
reflect  actual  costs  which  are  reason¬ 
ably  and  prudently  incurred.  (See  Opin¬ 
ion  637-A,  mimeo  p.  4.)  Algonquin  here 
is  proposing  a  rate  which  would  thwart 
that  intent. 

Finally,  we  note  that  Algonquin  has 
filed  no  cost  and  revenue  data,  nor  tes¬ 
timony  and  exhibits,  to  support  the  al¬ 
leged  increases  in  costs. 

Accordingly,  we  shall  deny  Algonquin's 
request  for  waiver  of  §  154.38(d)  of  our 
regulations,  and  we  shall  reject  Algon- 
quins’  filing,  without  prejudice  to  Algon¬ 
quin  filing  a  rate  conforming  to  our  reg¬ 
ulations  and  supported  by  appropriate 
testimony  and  exhibits  from  Algonquin 
and  from  Algonquin  SNG,  Inc.  to  sup¬ 
port  both  the  increase  in  feedstock  costs 
and  the  proposed  level  of  the  Demand 
Component  of  the  rate. 

The  Algonquin  Chistomer  Group  ’  filed 
a  protest  to  the  proposed  increase  on 
July  16.  1973,  and  also  urges  rejection 
of  the  filing.  Boston  Gas’  protest  also 
makes  reference  to  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  which  it  filed  in  response  to  Algon¬ 
quin’s  April  16.  1973,  filing,  and  which 
it  believes  is  properly  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  We  shall  treat  Boston  Gas’ 
pleading  as  a  proper  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  this  proceeding,  and,  as  such, 
grant  the  petition.  However,  should  Al¬ 
gonquin  choose  to  refile  the  proposed  re¬ 
vised  rate,  Boston  Gas  will  be  required  to 
file  a  new  petition  to  intervene  in  order 
to  become  a  party  to  any  future  proceed¬ 
ing.  Boston  Gas’  intervention  is  limited 
to  further  proceedings  concerning  the 
filing  of  June  8,  1973,  in  this  docket. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Participation  of  the  above-named 
petitioner  to  intervene  may  be  in  the 
public  interest. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
the  public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  en¬ 
forcement  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that 
Algonquin’s  proposed  tariff  sheets,  ten¬ 
dered  on  June  8.  1973,  in  Docket  No. 
RP73-98  be  rejected  as  hereinafter  pro¬ 
vided. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Algonquin’s  request  for  waiver  of 
§  154.38(d)  of  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  is  hereby  denied. 

(B)  Algonquin’s  proposed  tariff  sheets, 
tendered  on  June  8,  1973,  in  Docket  No. 
RP73-98  are  hereby  rejected. 

(C)  The  above-named  petitioner  is 
hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding  subject  to  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Commission:  Provided, 
however.  That  the  participation  of  such 
intervenor  shall  be  limited  to  matters  af¬ 
fecting  rights  and  interests  specifically 
set  forth  in  its  petition  to  intervene;  and 
Provided,  further.  That  the  admission 
of  such  intervenor  shall  not  be  con- 


*  See  Appendix  A  for  membership. 


strued  as  recognition  by  the  Commission 
that  it  might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any 
order  or  orders  issued  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  this  proceeding. 

(D)  'The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

Boston  Gas  Company 
Bristol  and  Warren  Gas  Company 
Brocktcm  Taunton  Gas  Company 
Cape  Cod  Gas  Company 
Conunonwealth  Gas  Company 
The  Connecticut  Gas  Company 
Connecticut  Natural  Gas  Corporation 
Fall  River  Gas  Company 
The  Hartford  Electric  Light  Company 
Town  of  Mlddleborough,  Municipal  Gas  and 
Electric  Department 

New  Bedford  Gas  and  Edison  Light  Company 
The  Newport  Gas  Light  Company 
North  Attleboro  Gas  Company 
City  of  Norwich,  Department  of  Public  Utili¬ 
ties 

Pequot  Gas  Company 
South  County  Gas  Company 
The  Southern  Connecticut  Gas  Company 
Tiverton  Gas  Company 

IFR  Doc.73-18907  Plied  9-5-73;8:45  am) 


I  Docket  No.  E-77751 

APPALACHIAN  POWER  CO. 

Order  Dismissing  Complaint 

August  29, 1973. 

Appalachian  Power  Co.  (Appalachian) 
filed  on  September  21,  1972,  proposed 
rate  changes  in  its  FPC  Rate  Schedule 
Nos.  26.  27,  30-38,  40-44,  46-51,  and  54 
to  become  effective  on  October  21,  1972. 
Notice  of  the  proposed  increases,  issued 
October  2, 1972,  provided  that  the  closing 
dates  for  petitions  to  intervene,  protests, 
and  comments  would  be  October  16,  1972. 

Timely  petitions  to  intervene,  motions 
to  reject,  and  protests  were  filed  by  Vir¬ 
ginia  Polytechnic  Institute  and  State 
University  (VPI),  City  of  Danville,  City 
of  Martinsville.  City  of  Salem.  City  of 
Bedford,  and  City  of  Radford  (Five  Cities 
and  VPI).  City  of  Richland  filed  a  pro¬ 
test  and  petition  to  intervene.  By  order 
of  October  20.  1972,  we  permitted  the  in¬ 
terventions  and  accepted  Appalachian’s 
filing  in  the  proceeding,  hearing  in  which 
is  now  scheduled  to  commence  on  Octo¬ 
ber  9, 1973. 

On  July  10, 1973,  the  Cities  of  Richland 
and  Martinsville  filed  a  complaint  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  proposed  rates,  which  be¬ 
came  effective  at  the  end  of  the  suspen¬ 
sion  period  on  March  22,  1973,  were  dis¬ 
criminatory  because  the  rates  charged 
to  those  cities  were  higher  than  the  rates 
charged  to  large  industrial  customers  of 
Appalachian. 

We  considered  the  possibility  of  such 
discrimination  in  our  October  20,  1972, 
order  suspending  the  rates.  There  we 
stated  that  the  proposed  increase  “•  •  • 
may  be  unjust,  imreasonable.  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  preferential  •  *  For 
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this  reason,  we  ordered  the  evidentiary 
hearing  pending  in  this  docket. 

The  present  complaint  does  nothing 
more  than  allege  Issues  that  cannot  be 
dealt  with  siunmarily  and  are  already 
set  for  hearing  In  the  pending  proceeding 
and  raises  no  new  facts  which  warrant 
any  change  in  our  prior  order. 

The  Commission  finds 

The  complaint  by  the  Cities  of  Rich¬ 
land  and  Martinsville  raises  no  new  is¬ 
sues  or  facts  which  warrant  modification 
or  change  in  the  prior  order  in  this 
docket. 

The  Commission  orders 

The  complaint  of  the  Cities  of  Rich¬ 
land  and  Martinsville  is  dismissed. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  73-18881  PUed  9-6-73;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  E-8250:  £-8142;  E-8071] 

ARKANSAS  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Order  Amending  Prior  Order 

August  29,  1973. 

On  August  7,  1973,  Arkansas  Power 
and  Light  Co.  (APLC)  filed  a  Motion  for 
Clarification  of  the  Commission’s  Order 
of  July  3,  1973,  in  Docket  No.  E-8142 
and  of  July  31,  1973,  in  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  consolidated  dockets. 

In  its  motion  APLC  states  that  in  Or¬ 
dering  Paragraph  (C)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Order  Accepting  Proposed  Rate 
Increase  for  Piling  and  Instituting  In¬ 
vestigation  of  Debt  Adjustment  Provision 
Under  section  206  of  the  Pederal  Power 
Act,  issued  July  3, 1973,  in  Docket  No.  El- 
8142,  the  Commission  directed  APLC  to 
file  its  prepared  testimony  and  exhibits 
in  that  docket  by  September  4,  1973.  In 
its  Order  of  July  31,  1973,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  consolidated  Docket  No.  E-8142  with 
Docket  Nos.  E-8250  and  E-8071  and 
stated  in  Pinding  Paragraph  (6)  the  pro¬ 
cedural  dates  in  the  July  3,  1973,  Order 
“should  be  amended  as  hereinafter  or¬ 
dered.”  In  Ordering  Paragraph  (B)  of 
the  July  31,  1973,  Order,  the  Commission 
required  APLC  to  file  an  UF>dated  cost  of 
service  in  Docket  Nos.  El-8250  and  E-8071 
within  60  days  of  the  issuance  of  the 
order.  In  its  motion  of  August  2,  1973, 
APLC  asks  whether  the  service  of  evi¬ 
dence  by  Company  and  Staff  in  Docket 
No.  El-8142  will  be  the  same  schedule  as 
established  in  Docket  Nos.  El-8071  and 
E-8250  and  therefore,  APLC’s  direct  evi¬ 
dence  in  Docket  No.  E-8142  would  be  due 
at  the  same  time  as  its  updated  cost  of 
service  is  to  be  filed. 

As  hereinafter  stated,  the  Commission 
finds  that  APLC’s  direct  evidence  in 
Docket  No.  El-8142  should  be  filed  on 
October  1,  1973,  the  same  due  date  for 
its  updated  cost  of  service  in  Docket  Nos. 
E-8250  and  E-8071. 

The  Commission  finds 

Grood  cause  exists  to  amend  the  Com¬ 
mission  Order  of  July  31,  1973,  to  pro¬ 


vide  for  APLC’s  direct  evidence  in 
Docket  No.  El-8142  to  be  served  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1973. 

The  Commission  orders 

(A)  The  Commission  Order  of  July  31, 
1973,  is  hereinafter  amended  to  provide 
for  APLC’s  service  of  direct  evidence  on 
October  1,  1973,  in  Docket  No.  El-8142. 

(B)  Staff’s  evidence  in  Docket  Nos. 
El-8250  and  E-8071  shall  be  served  in 
accordance  with  the  procedural  dates  set 
forth  in  the  order  of  July  31, 1973.  Staff’s 
evidence  in  Docket  No.  El-8142  shall  be 
served  on  January  4, 1974. 

(C)  APLC’s  motion  for  clarification  is 
hereby  granted. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Pederal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18882  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 

[Docket  Nos.  CI74-116  and  CI74-117] 

BEREN  CORP. 

Notice  of  Applications 

August  28, 1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  20,  1973, 
Beren  Corp.  (Applicant),  1130  Vickers- 
KSB&T  Building,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202, 
filed  in  Docket  Nos.  CI74-116  and  CI74- 
117  applications  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  certificates  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  sales  for  resale  and  deliveries  of  na¬ 
tural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  to  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  from  acreage  in 
Lea  Coimty,  New  Mexico,  and  Eddy 
County,  New  Mexico,  respectively,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applications 
which  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  commenced  the 
sales  of  gas  to  El  Paso  from  both  areas  on 
July  1,  1973,  within  the  contemplation  of 
§  157.29  of  the  regulations  imder  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  (18  CPR  157.29)  and  pro¬ 
poses  to  continue  said  sales  for  two  years 
from  the  end  of  the  sixty-day  emergency 
periods  within  the  contemplation  of  §  2.70 
of  the  Commission’s  General  Policy  and 
Interpretations  (18  CFR  2.70).  Applicant 
proposes  to  sell  approximately  1,000  Mcf 
of  gas  per  day  in  Docket  No.  CI74-116  and 
approximately  2,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day 
in  Docket  No.  CI74-117,  all  at  55.0  cents 
per  Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.i.a.,  subject  to  up¬ 
ward  and  downward  Btu  adjustment. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  these  cases  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desir¬ 
ing  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest 
with  reference  to  said  applications 
should  on  or  before  September  14,  1973, 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washintgon,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  ( 18  CFR 


1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceedings. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
hearings  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  these 
applications  if  no  petitions  to  intervene 
are  filed  within  the  time  required  herein, 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of 
the  matter  finds  that  grants  of  the  cer¬ 
tificates  are  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  petitions  for 
leave  to  Intervene  are  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  formal  hearings  are  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearings  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
imnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearings. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18772  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CI74-94] 

BLAKE  HAMMAN 

Notice  of  Petition  for  Disclaimer  of  Juris¬ 
diction  or  for  Permission  and  Approval 
To  Abandon 

August  27,  1973.  * 
Take  notice  that  on  July  23,  1973, 
Blake  Hamman,  Continental  Life  Build¬ 
ing,  Fort  Worth.  Tex  76102,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CI74-94  a  petition  for  dis¬ 
claimer  of  jurisdiction  over  the  sale  of 
natural  gas  from  its  Winford  No.  1  well 
in  Jack  County,  Texas,  or  in  the  alterna¬ 
tive,  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  per¬ 
mission  and  approval  to  abandon  the  sale 
of  natural  gas  from  said  well  to  George 
Mitchell  and  Associates,  Inc.  (Mitchell), 
for  resale  to  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany  of  America  (Natural),  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  filing  w’hich  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant,  pursuant  to  a  gas  contract 
dated  August  1,  1967,  agreed  to  sell  to 
Mitchell  all  of  his  gas  from  the  Winford 
No.  1  w’ell  at  16.5  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65 
p.s.i.a.  Applicant  states  that  imder  Arti¬ 
cle  IV  of  such  contract  the  buyer,  Mit¬ 
chell,  reserved  the  right  to  deliver  this 
gas  to  a  third  party  and  that  he  was 
aware  that  Mitchell  delivered  this  gas 
into  a  pipeline  belonging  to  Natural,  but 
that  he  was  never  so  advised  that  this 
gas  was  being  sold  to  any  third  party 
inasmuch  as  all  dealings  and  payments 
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In  connection  with  this  sale  with  Mitchell 
T.'ere  made  for  gas  only  and  not  for  any 
plant  processing/  Applicant  further 
states  that  he  has  not  adopted,  ratified, 
or  confirmed  any  other  contract  for  the 
sale  of  this  gas  other  than  his  contract 
with  Mitchell. 

Applicant  believes  that  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  in  these  circum¬ 
stances  has  no  jurisdiction  over  the  sale 
of  gas  from  this  well  and  requests  that 
the  Commission  make  such  a  determina¬ 
tion.  In  the  event  the  Commission  finds 
that  it  does  have  jiulsdiction  over  this 
well,  he  requests  authorization  to  aban¬ 
don  the  said  operation.  Applicant 
states  that  under  Article  xn  of  his 
contract  to  Mitchell,  he  may  cancel 
this  sale  by  giving  thirty  days  notice  to 
Mitchell  and  he  did  so  on  May  1,  1973, 
W’ith  a  view  of  trying  to  enter  into  a  con¬ 
tract  v^ith  a  convenient  intrastate  pur¬ 
chaser  with  a  pipeline  under  25  pounds 
of  pressure. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  September 
21,  1973,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  owm  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  permission 
and  approval  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  ar«  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  a  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  xmless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 


» Article  IV  states  “Buyer  shall  maintain 
and  operate  a  gathering  system  and  com¬ 
pression  plant  adequate  to  receive  and  de¬ 
liver  to  a  third  party  purchaser  all  gas 
produced  from  lands  covered  hereby.  Gas 
required  for  the  development  and  c^ration 
of  the  lends  covered  hereby  shall  be  excluded 
from  the  terms  of  this  purchase  agreement. 
Buyer  shall  have  the  right  to  remove  all  of  its 
property  installed  by  a  third  party  designated 
by  Buyer  within  a  reasonable  time  after  the 
termination  of  this  Ck>ntract.’’ 


unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18773  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  £-8187] 

BOSTON  EDISON  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  Initial  Rate 
Schedule,  Instituting  an  Investigation, 
Granting  Waiver  Request,  Establishing 
Hearing  Procedures,  and  Permitting 
Intervention 

August  24,  1973. 

On  May  7,  1973,  Boston  Edison  Co. 
(Edison)  tendered  for  filing  as  an  initial 
rate  schedule  a  transmission  agreement 
between  it  and  New  England  Pow'er  Co. 
(NEPCO).  Under  the  agreement  Edison 
will  wheel  power  on  behalf  of  NEPCO 
over  its  115  kv  transmission  lines  to 
NEP(X)’s  Quincy-Weymouth  area  which 
previously  has  been  served  by  Edison. 
The  proposed  service  will  provide  Edison 
with  approximately  $624,976  in  revenues 
based  on  the  twelve  months  ended  Octo¬ 
ber,  1973.  Edison  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  to  permit  the 
proposed  rate  schedule  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  November  1,  1972.  In  support 
of  its  requested  waiver  Edison  states  that 
NEPCO  started  supplying  its  115  kv  load 
in  that  area  on  November  1,  1972,  and 
Edison  was  imable  to  submit  this  agree¬ 
ment  earlier  due  to  the  length  of  the 
negotiating  process. 

On  June  8,  1973,  the  Commission’s 
Secretary  notified  Edison  that  the  filing 
was  deficient  and  informed  Edison  that 
a  filing  date  would  not  be  assigned  this 
docket  until  the  deficiency  had  been 
cured.  On  July  27,  1973,  Edison  cured  the 
deficiency  and  reiterated  its  request  for 
an  effective  day  of  November  1,  1972.  In 
view  of  the  circumstances  presented  w'e 
will  grant  the  requested  waiver  and  per¬ 
mit  the  proposed  to  take  effect  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1972. 

Public  notice  of  Edison’s  tendered  pro¬ 
posal  was  issued  on  May  30,  1973,  which 
required  protest  and  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene  be  filed  by  June  11,  1973.  The  Town 
of  Norw’ood,  Mass.  (Norwood),  timely 
filed  a  protest,  petition  to  intervene  and 
motion  to  consolidate  this  proceeding 
with  Docket  No.  E-7784. 

.  In  its  request  for  leave  to  intervene 
Norwood  asserts  that  the  refusal  of  Bos¬ 
ton  Edison  to  agree  with  Norwood  for 
wheeling,  while  at  the  same  time  provid¬ 
ing  wheeling  to  NEPCO  as  set  forth  in 
the  tendered  agreement  of  November  1, 
1972,  is  discriminatory  in  violation  of 
section  205  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  as 
well  as  in  violation  of  the  antitrust  laws. 

Edison  filed  an  answer  to  Norwood’s 
petition  on  Jime  26,  1973,  in  which  Edi¬ 
son  asserts  that  Norwcxxl  has  no  interest 
in  this  proceeding.  Edison  further  states 
that  the  special  contract  rate  in  this 
docket  is  not  the  same,  not  derived  from 
the  same  formula  and  does  not  cover  any 
service  offered  under  the  tariff  filing  in 
Docket  No.  E-7784.  E(iis<m  concludes 
that  Norw’ood’s  motions,  being  without 


substance,  can  only  be  designed  to 
harass. 

By  order  issued  May  31,  1973,  in  In¬ 
diana  and  Michigan  EHectric  Co.,  Docket 
No.  e;-7740  we  set  minimum  standards  fo^ 
those  who  would  raise  anticompetitive  is¬ 
sues.  These  standards  are  that  the  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  must  clearly  specify  (1) 
the  facts  relied  upon,  (2)  the  anticom¬ 
petitive  practices  challenged  and  (3)  the 
requested  relief  which  is  within  this 
Commission’s  authority  to  direct.  (Mimeo 
p.  3) .  Our  review  of  Norwood’s  petition  to 
intervene  indicates  that  it  fails  to  specify 
the  relief  it  seeks  and  fails  to  demon¬ 
strate  that  such  relief  is  within  this 
Commission’s  authority  to  direct.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  we  shall  limit  Norwood’s  par¬ 
ticipation  in  this  proceeding  to  matters 
other  than  the  alleged  anticompetitive 
activities.  This  action  is  without  preju¬ 
dice  to  Norwood’s  right  to  file  an  appro¬ 
priate  amended  petition  which  sets  forth 
the  relief  for  the  alleged  anticompetitive 
conduct  that  is  within  this  Commission’s 
authority  to  grant. 

The  issues  raised  by  the  above  plead¬ 
ings  cannot  be  decided  summarily  but 
rather  require  development  in  an  evi¬ 
dentiary  proceeding.  Moreover,  Edison’s 
filing  raises  other  issues,  inter  alia,  rate 
of  return,  embedded  debt  cost  adjust¬ 
ment  provision,  allocation  method,  de¬ 
preciation  rate,  and  the  ratchet  provi¬ 
sion,  which  require  development  in  an 
evidentiary  hearing.  ’The  proposed  rates 
and  charges  have  not  been  shown  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  and  may  be  unjust, 
unreasonable,  unduly  discriminatory,  or 
preferential  or  otherwise  imlawful.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  W'e  shall  institute  an  investi¬ 
gation  under  section  206  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act.  Under  the  Federal  Power  Act 
the  Commission  may  not  suspend  an 
initial  rate  schedule.  We  must  therefore 
deny  Norwood’s  motion  for  suspension. 
Since  the  issues  raised  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  and  in  Docket  No.  E-7784  are  sepa¬ 
rable  and  since  consolidation  of  these 
dockets  would  result  in  delaying  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  Docket  No.  E-7784  which  was 
filed  on  October  3,  1972,  we  will  deny 
Norwood’s  motion  for  consolidation  of 
these  dockets. 

The  Commission  finds 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  en¬ 
forcement  of  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  an  investigation  and  hearing 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  trans¬ 
mission  agreement  tendered  by  Edison 
on  May  7,  1973,  as  an  initial  rate  sched¬ 
ule  and  whether  the  rates  and  charges 
therein  contained  are  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest. 

(2)  The  disposition  of  this  proceeding 
should  be  expedited  in  accordance  with 
the  procedure  set  forth  below. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  waive  the 
notice  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations. 

(4)  Norwood’s  participation  in  this 
proceeding  may  be  in  the  public  interest. 
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The  Commission  orders 

(A)  Boston  Edison’s  proposed  trans¬ 
mission  agreement  with  NEPCO  exe¬ 
cuted  on  November  1, 1972,  and  tendered 
as  an  initial  rate  schedule  on  May  7, 
1973,  is  hereby  accepted  for  filing. 

(B)  The  notice  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  are  hereby 
waived  and  Edison’s  proposed  initial  rate 
schedule  described  above  is  hereby  made 
effective  November  1, 1972. 

(C)  Norwood’s  motion  to  consolidate 
this  proceeding  with  Docket  No.  E-7784 
is  hereby  denied  for  the  reasons  stated 
above. 

(D)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  particularly  section 
206  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Federal  Power  Act  (18 
CTFR,  Chapter  I),  an  investigation  is 
hereby  instituted  to  determine  through 
an  evidentiary  hearing,  commencing 
with  a  prehearing  conference  on  No¬ 
vember  27,  1973,  at  10:00  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in 
a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  the  lawful¬ 
ness  of  the  transmission  agreement 
tendered  by  Edison  on  May  7, 1973,  as  an 
initial  rate  schedule  and  whether  the 
rates  and  charges  therein  contained  are 
in  the  public  interest, 

(E)  At  the  prehearing  conference  on 
November  27,  1973,  all  prepared  testi¬ 
mony  together  with  Edison’s  entire  rate 
filing  shall  be  admitted  to  the  record 
subject  to  appropriate  motions,  if  any, 
by  parties  to  this  proceeding.  All  parties 
will  be  expected  to  come  to  this  confer¬ 
ence  prepared  to  effectuate  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  1.18  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure. 

(F)  On  or  before  September  25,  1973, 
Edison  shall  serve  its  prepared  testi¬ 
mony  and  exhibits.  On  or  before  October 
23,  1973,  the  Commission  Staff  shall 
serve  its  prepared  testimony  and  ex¬ 
hibits.  ’The  prepared  testimony  and  ex¬ 
hibits  of  Norwood  shall  be  served  on  or 
before  November  6,  1973.  Any  rebuttal 
evidence  by  Edison  shall  be  served  on  or 
before  November  20,  1973.  Cross-exam¬ 
ination  of  the  evidence  will  commence  on 
December  4,  1973,  at  10:00  a.m.,  e.s.t. 

(O)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that  pur¬ 
pose  (See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18 
CFR  3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  this  proceeding,  shall  prescribe 
relevant  procedural  matters  not  herein 
provided,  and  shall  control  the  proceed¬ 
ings  in  accordance  with  the  policies  ex¬ 
pressed  in  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure. 

(H)  The  above-named  petitioner  is 
hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  the  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  of  the  Commission:  Provided, 
however.  That  the  participation  of  such 
intervenor  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
affecting  rights  and  interests  specifically 
set  forth  in  its  petition  to  intervene  and 
matters  other  than  alleged  antitrust 
violations,  and  Provided,  further.  That 
the  admission  of  such  intervenor  shall 


not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  it  may  be  aggrieved  be¬ 
cause  of  any  order  or  orders  issued  by 
the  Commission  in  this  proceeding. 

(I)  The  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
shall  cause  prompt  publication  of  this 
order  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18774  Piled  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  E-7685;  E-77981 

CENTRAL  VERMONT  PUBLIC  SERVICE 
CORP. 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time  and 
Postponement  of  Hearing 

August  29,  1973. 

On  August  16,  1973,  Central  Vermont 
Public  Service  Corp.,  joined  by  its 
wholesale  customers  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion  Staff,  filed  a  joint  motion  to  extend 
the  procedural  dates  pending  presenta¬ 
tion  of  a  settlement  agreement  in  the 
above- designated  proceedings. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that: 

(A)  The  time  is  extended  to  and  in¬ 

cluding  October  30,  1973,  within  which 
briefs  on  exceptions  may  be  filed  to  the 
decision  issued  August  1,  1973,  In 

Docket  No.  E-7685.  Briefs  opposing  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  the  decision  may  be  filed  on 
or  before  October  19,  1973. 

(B)  The  procedural  dates  fixed  by  no¬ 
tice  issued  June  27,  1973,  in  Docket  No. 
E-7798  are  further  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Intervener  Testimony,  Novem¬ 
ber  9,  1973. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal  evidence,  De¬ 
cember  3, 1973. 

Cross-Examination,  December  13,  1973  (10 
a.m.,  e.s.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.73-18883  Plied  9-5-73; 8:45  am] 


[Project  No.  553] 

CITY  OF  SEATTLE 

Order  Ruling  on  Motion  for  Extension  of 
Time 

August  28,  1973. 

By  motion  filed  July  31,  1973,  Staff 
has  requested  an  extension  of  time  of 
the  date  set  by  our  Order  of  Janu¬ 
ary  24,  1973,  for  the  filing  of  the  Staff 
draft  environmental  impact  statement 
and  incidentally  thereto,  all  subsequent 
dates  in  the  schedule  including  the  date 
set  for  hearing  in  this  proceeding.' 


^The  schedule  prescribed  by  our  Order  of 
January  24,  1973,  was: 

1.  On  August  1,  1973,  Staff  filing  of  Its 
draft  environmental  Impact  statement.  Issu¬ 
ance  of  public  notice  of  the  availability  of 
the  statement  and  circulation  for  comments. 

2.  On  September  7.  1973,  filing  of  all  com¬ 
ments  to  the  Staff’s  draft  environmental 
Impact  statement. 

3.  On  Novembw  1,  1973,  filing  of  Staff’s 
and  Intervenor’s  testimony  and  exhibits 
and  filing  of  Staff’s  final  environmental  Im¬ 
pact  statement. 


Staff  notes  that  on  June  7,  1973,  we 
issued  our  Order  No.  485  which  amended 
Part  2  of  our  general  rules  to  provide 
guidelines  for  the  preparation  of  appli¬ 
cants’  environmental  reports  pursuant  to 
our  Order  No.  415-C.  On  page  7  of  Order 
No.  485  we  stated: 

“Moreover,  In  relevant  applications  now 
pending  before  the  Commission,  Staff  shall 
use  the  guidelines  to  determine  deficiencies 
In  the  information  submitted  and  to  request 
necessary  additional  information.” 

Staff  Counsel  then  stated  that  in  view 
of  the  retroactive  effect  of  Order  No.  485 
staff  applied  the  guidelines  to  the  in¬ 
formation  currently  available  to  it  and 
determined  that  due  to  certain  deficien¬ 
cies  in  the  information  additional  data 
was  required  prior  to  issuing  the  draft 
environmental  impact  statement. 

'The  additional  time  requested,  if 
granted,  would  change  the  filing  date  for 
Staff’s  draft  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  from  August  1, 1973,  to  November  1, 
1973,  and  all  other  scheduled  dates  in 
our  Order  of  January  24,  1973,  accord¬ 
ingly. 

Applicant’s  reply  filed  August  7,  1973, 
opposes  the  requested  extension  of  time 
by  staff,  while  intervenors’  North  Cas¬ 
cades  Conservation  Council,  Wilderness 
Society,  et  al.  reply  filed  August  13,  1973, 
supports  staff’s  request. 

We  are  aware  of  the  extreme  neces¬ 
sity  for  construction  of  new  generation 
at  this  time;  however,  we  cannot  over¬ 
look  the  requirements  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  and  recent 
court  interpretations  of  that  Act  call¬ 
ing  for  an  independent  evaluation  by 
Commission  staff  of  environmental  im¬ 
pacts  of  proposed  projects  and  circula¬ 
tion  of  an  adequate  draft  statement  for 
comment.  Issuance  of  an  incomplete 
draft  environmental  impact  statement 
by  Staff  would  be  self-defeating  and 
could  well  lead  to  much  greater  delay. 

Reluctant  as  we  are  to  permit  any 
extension  of  schedules  fixed  by  orders, 
the  necessity  for  the  circulation  of  an 
adequate  draft  environmental  impact 
statement  outweighs  the  delay  involved. 
In  granting  Staff’s  request  for  additional 
time,  we  are  directing  it  to  expedite  the 
studies  and  to  file  the  statement  no 
later  than  October  24,  1973. 

The  Commission  orders 

The  dates  set  forth  in  Ordering  Para¬ 
graph  (B)  of  our  Order  of  January  24, 
1973,  are  changed,  insofar  as  necessary 
to  grant  Staff’s  Motion  as  follows: 


4.  On  December  3,  1973,  commencement 
of  hearing  In  this  proceeding. 

The  schedule  proposed  by  Staff’s  Motion 
for  Extension  of  Time  Is: 

1.  On  November  1,  1973,  filing  of  Staff’s 
draft  environmental  Impact  statement.  Is¬ 
suance  of  public  notice  of  the  availability 
of  the  statement,  and  circulation  for  com¬ 
ments. 

2.  On  December  17,  1973,  filing  of  all  com¬ 
ments  to  the  Statement. 

3.  On  February  1,  1974,  filing  of  Staff’s  and 
Intervenor’s  testimony  and  exhibits  and  fil¬ 
ing  of  Staff’s  final  environmental  impact 
statement. 

4.  On  March  4,  1974,  commencement  of 
hearing  In  this  proceeding. 
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1.  On  October  24,  1973,  Staff  shall  ffle  a 
draft  environmental  impact  statement. 

2.  At  the  same  time  that  the  Commission 
Staff's  draft  environmental  Impact  statement 
is  filed  with  the  Secretary,  public  notice  of 
the  availability  of  the  Commission  Staff’s 
statement  shall  be  made  available  to  the 
parties  to  this  proceeding,  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality,  the  general  public 
and  other  appropriate  Federal,  State  and 
local  agencies.  All  comments  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Secretary  by  December  10,  1973. 

3.  On  January  24,  1974,  the  Commission 
Staff  and  Interveners,  respectively,  shall  file, 
with  the  Secretary,  an  original  and  10  copies 
of  all  direct  testimony  and  exhibits,  includ¬ 
ing  qualifications  of  witnesses  with  cc^ies 
served  on  all  parties. 

4.  On  January  24,  1974,  the  Commission 
Staff  shall  also  file  an  original  and  10  copies 
of  the  Commission  Staff’s  final  environmental 
impact  statement.  Copies  of  the  final  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  statement  shall  be  served 
on  all  participants. 

5.  In  order  that  the  parties  may  have  a 
sufficient  p>eriod  of  time  in  which  to  prepare 
cross-examination  on  the  Staff’s  final  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  statement,  the  hearing 
in  this  proceeding  shall  commence  on  Peb- 
uary  25, 1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18884  Filed  9-&-73;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP72-1221 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

Proposed  Change  in  Rates  Under  Pur¬ 
chased  Gas  Adjustment  Clause  Provisions 

August  24,  1973. 

Take  notice  that  Colorado  Interstate 
Gas  Co.,  a  division  of  Colorado  Interstate 
Corp.  (CIG),  on  August  15,  1973,  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in  its 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Second  Revised  Volume 
No.  1.  The  proposed  changes  would  in¬ 
crease  the  commodity  rate  under  each  of 
CIG’s  jurisdictional  rate  schedules  by 
2.39  cents  per  Mcf  to  reflect  actual  and 
estimated  increased  purchased  gas  costs. 

The  filing  is  made  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  21  of  CIG’s  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  Second  Revised  Volume  No.  1, 
which,  according  to  CIG,  authorizes  the 
company  annually  to  reflect  changes  in 
its  cost  of  purchased  gas. 

CIG  states  that  copies  of  the  filing  have 
been  served  upon  the  company’s  jurisdic¬ 
tional  customers  and  other  interested 
persons,  including  public  bodies. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  17,  1973.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 


filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.73-18776  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP73-931 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time  and  Postpone¬ 
ment  of  Prehearing  Conference  and 
Hearing 

August  24,  1973. 

On  August  21,  1973,  Commission  Staff 
Counsel  filed  a  motion  for  an  extension 
of  the  procedural  dates  fixed  by  order 
issued  April  27,  1973,  in  the  above-des¬ 
ignated  matter.  The  motion  states  that 
there  were  no  objections  to  the  request. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above-designated  matter  are  modified  as 
follows: 

staff  Service  September  7.  1973 
Prehearing  Conference  September  25,  1973 
(10:00  a.m.,  e.d.t.) 

Intervener  Service  October  1,  1973 
Company  Rebuttal  October  18,  1973 
Hearing  October  30,  1973  (10:00  a.m.,  e.s.t.) 

Kenneth  F,  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18776  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-7984] 

CONSUMERS  POWER  CO.  AND  DETROIT 
EDISON  CO. 

Order  Instituting  Investigation  and  Hearing 
August  28,  1973. 

On  December  27,  1971,  Consumers 
Power  Co.  (Consumers)  submitted  an 
initial  rate  filing  pursuant  to  section  205 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  and  Part  35.12 
of  the  Commission’s  rules.*  The  Detroit 
Edison  Co.  (Detroit)  filed  a  similar 
agreement  on  March  6,  1972  for  sale  to 
Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  (Common¬ 
wealth)  of  portions  of  the  initial  output 
of  the  Ludingfton  Pumped  Storage 
Plant,  which  will  comprise  six  units  of 
312  MW  generating  and  323  MW  pump¬ 
ing  capability  each  upon  project  com¬ 
pletion  in  1974,  to  be  owned  jointly  by 
Detroit  and  Consumers.*  The  initial  fil- 


*  Consumers-Commonwealth  Agreement 
dated  June  1.  1971,  and  amendment  thereto 
dated  August  15,  1971,  were  submitted  on 
December  27,  1971,  and  were  assigned  a  filing 
date  of  May  8,  1972,  upon  submittal  of  req¬ 
uisite  supporting  data.  Designated:  Consum¬ 
ers  Power  Company,  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No. 
28. 

*  Detrolt-Commonwealth  Agreement  dated 

June  1,  1971,  and  Amendment  thereto  dated 
August  15,  1971,  were  submitted  on 

March  6.  1972,  and  were  assigned  a  filing  date 
of  June  12,  1972  upon  submittal  of  support¬ 
ing  data.  Designated:  The  Detroit  Edison 
Company,  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  16.  The 
Consumers-Detrolt  Agreements  are  to  be¬ 
come  effective  on  the  earliest  of  (a)  the 
commercial  operation  date  of  the  fifth  unit 
of  the  Ludington  plant*,  (b)  January  1,  1974, 
if  at  least  one  unit  is  declared  to  be  in  com¬ 
mercial  operation:  or,  (c)  the  commercial  op¬ 
eration  date  of  the  first  unit  if  such  date  is 
subsequent  to  January  1,  1974. 


ings  provide  for  the  sale  to  Common- 
wealUi  of  up  to  Vs  of  the  Ludington  out¬ 
put  for  the  first  ten  years  of  operation 
and  up  to  V*  output  for  five  years 
thereafter. 

Estimates  of  annual  charges  to  be 
paid  to  Consumers  and  Detroit  total 
$18,042,336  for  each  of  the  first  ten 
years  and  $9,021,168  for  each  of  the  last 
5  years  of  the  15-year  term,  based  on  an 
investment  of  $343,232,000  and  an  annual 
fixed  charge  rate  of  15.77  percent  with  a 
return  component  of  10.32  percent.  Con¬ 
sumers  and  Detroit  submitted  data  indi¬ 
cating  that  if  consideration  be  given  to 
transmission  and  interconnection  invest¬ 
ment  costs  required  for  the  Common¬ 
wealth  sale  but  excluded  from  rate  de¬ 
sign  computations,  then  total  charges  to 
be  paid  by  Commonwealth  over  the  15- 
year  term  would  yield  a  levelized  rate 
of  return  of  8.30  percent.  Notwithstand¬ 
ing  such  additional  costs,  the  Com¬ 
mission  calculates  that  Consumers  and 
Detroit  will  realize  a  12.5  percent  re¬ 
turn  on  equity  from  the  proposed  fixed 
charges,  on  the  questionable  assumption 
that  incremental  senior  capital  costs  of 
8.5  percent  on  long  term  debt  and  8.75 
percent  on  preferred  stock  used  by  Con¬ 
sumers  and  Detroit  were  reasonable.  We 
therefore  find  that  good  cause  exists  for 
the  institution  of  an  investigation  and 
hearing  pursuant  to  section  206  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  the  justness  and  reasonable¬ 
ness  of  the  proposed  rate  filings. 

Written  notice  of  the  filings  was  is¬ 
sued  by  the  Commission  on  March  22, 
1973  and  published  on  March  30,  1973 
(38  FR  8311),  stating  that  any  person 
desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  pro¬ 
test  with  reference  to  the  application 
should  on  or  before  April  12,  1973  file 
with  the  Federal  Power  Commission  pe¬ 
titions  or  protests.  No  petition,  pro¬ 
test  or  request  to  be  heard  having  been 
received,  the  Commission  finds  it  in  the 
public  interest  to  extend  the  period 
within  which  to  file  petitions  in  this 
Docket. 

The  Commission  finds 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
206  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  an  investi¬ 
gation  and  hearing  should  be  instituted 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  the  just¬ 
ness  and  reasonableness  of  the  proposed 
rate  filings  submitted  in  this  docket  by 
Consumers  Power  Co.  on  December  27, 
1971,  and  by  Detroit  Edison  Co.  on 
March  6,  1972. 

The  Commission  orders 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  206  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  an 
investigation  and  hearing  is  hereby  insti¬ 
tuted  for  the  purpose  of  determining  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  filings. 

(B)  A  prehearing  conference  shall  be 
held  on  September  26,  1973,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  establishing  necessary  hearing 
procedures,  including  a  schedule  for  the 
submission  of  evidence,  if  any,  by  the 
parties  to  the  proceeding,  and  for  the 
expeditious  resolution  of  other  related 
matters  as  may  be  required. 
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(C)  The  initial  rate  schedules  tendered 
by  Consiuners  and  Detroit  are  hereby  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  subject  to  the  conditions 
stated  herein.  The  effective  date  shall 
be  the  earliest  of  the  following:  (a)  The 
commercial  operation  date  of  the  fifth 
unit  of  the  Ludington  plant;  (b)  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1974,  if  at  least  one  unit  is  de¬ 
clared  to  be  in  commercial  operation; 
or,  (c)  the  commercial  operation  date  of 
the  first  unit  if  such  is  subsequent  to 
January  1,  1974. 

(D)  Any  person  desiring  to  intervene 
in  this  proceeding  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §  1.8  of  the  Rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8).  All 
such  petitions  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
September  25,  1973. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.73-18885  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8189] 

DAYTON  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rates 
August  27, 1973. 

Take  notice  that  The  Dayton  Power 
and  Light  Co.  (Dayton),  on  August  9, 
1973,  tendered  for  filing  revised  tariff 
sheets  to  its  FPC  Electric  Tariff  Original 
Volume  No.  1.  The  revised  tariff  sheets 
which  are  proposed  as  substitute  sheets 
for  the  two  revised  tariff  sheets  filed  by 
Dayton  on  May  11.  1973,  applicable  to 
service  to  municipalities  for  resale,  would 
become  effective  on  September  10,  1973. 
Dayton’s  rate  filing  of  May  11  was  sus¬ 
pended  until  September  10,  1973,  by 
Commission  order  Issued  July  9, 1973. 

Dayton  states  that  the  substitute  tariff 
sheets  are  filed  in  compliance  with  para¬ 
graph  (G)  of  the  July  9  order  and  in¬ 
clude  amendments  to  the  fuel  adjust¬ 
ment  clause  of  the  rate  schedule, 
together  with  a  revised  statement  of 
the  derivation  of  the  fuel  cost  adjust¬ 
ment  factor.  As  revised  in  the  substitute 
sheets,  following  the  revised  definition 
therein  contained,  that  factor  is  reduced 
from  that  contained  in  the  May  11  rate 
filing  from  0.0109  cents  to  0.0108  cents 
per  Kilowatt-hour,  and  the  base  cost  of 
fuel  reflected  in  the  rates  and  charges  is 
reduced  from  41.96  cents  to  41.24  cents 
per  one  million  Btu.  Copies  of  the  August 
9  filing  have  been  served  upon  the  13 
mimicipal  customers  and  Interveners  in 
this  proceeding. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  September  12,  1973.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protes¬ 


tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  p>arty  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Com- 
mlssicHi  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.73-18778  Piled  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI74-118] 

DEVON  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application  and  Petition  for  Dis¬ 
claimer  of  Jurisdiction  Over  Liquid  Prod¬ 
ucts  Sale  and  Facilities 

August  30, 1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  20,  1973, 
Devon  Corp.  (Applicant).  3300  Liberty 
Tower,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  73102, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CI74-118  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  §  2.75  of  the 
Commission’s  general  policy  and  inter¬ 
pretations  (18  CFR  2.75)  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  sale  for  resale  and  deliv¬ 
ery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  to  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co. 
(Southern)  from  the  Big  Escambia 
Creek  Field,  Escambia  County,  Alabama, 
and  for  an  order  declaring  that  the 
transportation  and  sale  of  conden¬ 
sate  and  light  liquid  products  to 
Southern,  together  with  Applicant’s 
facilities  necessary  to  such  operations  are 
not  subject  to  the  Commission’s  jurisdic¬ 
tion,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  and  petition  which  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  under  the  optional 
gas  pricing  procedure  to  sell  approxi¬ 
mately  67.5  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  to  l^uth- 
ern  from  the  Big  Escambia  Creek  Field 
at  an  initial  rate  of  55.0  cents  per  mil¬ 
lion  Btu  at  14.65  p.s.l.a.,  pursuant  to  a 
contract  dated  December  1,  1972.  Said 
contract  provides  for  a  1.0-cent  per  mil¬ 
lion  Btu  price  escalation  every  two  years, 
for  reimbursement  to  the  seller  for  Vs  of 
any  new  or  Increased  taxes  and  for  a 
term  of  20  years.  Applicant  also  requests 
pregranted  abandonment  authorization. 

Applicant  states  that  its  contract  with 
Southern  was  the  result  of  arm’s 
length  negotiations  and  that  the  con¬ 
tract  with  its  price  provisions  is  com¬ 
petitive  with  offers  from  other  potential 
buyers,  including  potential  purchasers 
in  the  intrastate  market.  Applicant  as¬ 
serts  that  the  contract  price  with  adjust¬ 
ments  is  substantially  lower  than  prices 
for  base  load  sales  of  liquefied  natural 
gas  or  synthetic  gas  for  which  applica¬ 
tions  for  authorization  are  pending  or 
have  been  approved  by  the  Commission. 
Applicant  alleges  that  it  will  incur  sub¬ 
stantial  costs  in  removing  sulfur  from 
the  natural  gas  prior  to  its  delivery  to 
Southern. 

Applicant  requests  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  issue  an  order  declaring  that  the  sale 
of  liquid  products  and  facilities  necessary 
therefor  in  the  Big  Escambia  Creek  Field 
are  not  within  the  Commission’s  juris¬ 


diction.  Applicant  states  that  it,  along 
with  other  producers  in  the  field,  intend 
to  construct  a  gas  treatment  plant  to 
treat  the  gas  to  remove  the  sulfur,  car¬ 
bon  dioxide,  and  liquid  hydrocarbons. 
Applicant  plans  to  remove  the  conden¬ 
sate  from  the  gas  stream  and  then  pump 
it  into  storage  tanks,  after  stabilization 
in  the  gas  treating  plant.  By  an  Option 
Agreement  dated  December  1,  1972,  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  granted  Southern  an  option 
to  purchase  both  the  condensate  and 
light  liquid  products  from  this  point. 
Under  this  arrangement  Applicant  would 
deliver  the  condensate  and  light  liquid 
products  at  Southern’s  liquid  meters 
located  immediately  downstream  from  its 
storage  tanks. 

Applicant  indicates  that  Southern, 
after  taking  delivery  of  both  the  conden¬ 
sate  and  light  liquid  products  would 
transport  both  commodities  to  its  Maxi¬ 
mum  Utilization  Plant,  which  it  proposes 
in  Docket  No.  CP73-154  to  construct  in 
the  Big  Escambia  Creek  Field.  The  con¬ 
densate  and  light  liquid  products  would 
be  converted  into  methane  for  delivery 
into  Southern’s  interstate  gas  system. 
Applicant  asserts  that  the  Commission 
does  not  have  jurisdiction  over  the  sale 
and  facilities  necessary  therefor  since 
liquid  hydrocarbons  are  not  natural  gas 
as  that  term  is  used  in  the  Natural  Gas 
Act. 

Applicant  requests  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  consolidate  its  proprosal  in  the  in¬ 
stant  application  with  the  proceedings  in 
Mallard  Exploration  Inc.  (Operator), 
et  al..  Docket  No.  CI73-698,  and  Exxon 
Corp.,  Docket  No.  CI73-839. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  24,  1973,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve 
to  make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  reqiiired, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 
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Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
mmecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kxnnbth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.73-18886  Piled  9-5-73:8:45  amj 


(Docket  No.  CI74-1101 

DYCO  PETROLEUM  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  27,  1973. 

Take  notice  that  mi  August  14,  1973, 
Dyco  Petroleum  Corp.  (Applicant),  607 
Philtower  Building,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74103, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CI74-110,  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  sale  for  resale  and  delivery  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  in  interstate  commerce  to  North¬ 
ern  Natural  Gas  Co.  from  the  Weaver 
No.  3-23  Well,  Ellis  Coimty,  CMfia.,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  sell  for  two 
years  approximately  750  Mcf  of  gas  per 
day  at  46.0  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.i.a. 
the  first  irear  and  46.5  cents  per  Mcf  the 
second  year,  plus  tax  reimbursement 
and  subject  to  upward  and  downward 
Btu  adjustment  from  930  Btu  per  cubic 
foot,  within  the  contemplation  of  S  2.70 
of  the  Commission’s  General  Policy  and 
Interpretations  (18  CFR  2.70).  Monthly 
deliveries  are  estimated  at  22,500  Mcf 
of  gas.  Applicant  states  that  it  holds  a 
small  producer  certificate  and  is  filing 
the  instant  £u>plication  because  of  the 
present  imcertainty  of  its  status.' 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  jund  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desir¬ 
ing  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest 
with  reference  to  said  application  should 
on  or  before  September  10,  1973,  file  with 
the  Federal  Power  (Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  <CF7l  1.8  or 
1.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com- 
missiMi’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 


1  By  decision  of  December  12,  1972,  In 
Texaco  Inc.,  et  al.  v.  F.P.C.,  Docket  No.  71- 
1560,  et  al.,  the  United  States  Court  of  Ap¬ 
peals  for  the  District  of  Columbia  Circuit 
set  aside  Commission  Order  No.  428,  as 
amended,  which  promulgated  small  producer 
regulations.  The  Commission  has  petitioned 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
a  writ  of  certiorari  in  this  matter. 


the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  aiH>lication  if  no  petitiMi  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required* 
herein,  if  the  Commission  mi  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.73-18777  PUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-83661 

EL  PASO  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  30,  1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  14,  1973, 
El  Paso  Electric  Co.  (Applicant) ,  filed  an 
application  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  seeking  authority  pursuant  to 
Section  204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  to 
issue  300,000  shares  of  Common  Stock 
which,  based  upon  recent  market  prices 
for  the  Company’s  Common  Stock,  would 
raise  approximately  $3,600,000. 

The  Applicant  is  incorporated  imder 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  Texas  with  its 
principal  business  .office  at  El  Paso, 
Texas,  and  is  engaged  in  the  electric 
utility  business  in  the  States  of  Texas 
and  New  Mexico  in  an  area  in  the  Rio 
Grande  Valley  extending  approximately 
110  miles  northwesterly  from  EH  Paso  to 
the  Caballo  Dam  in  New  Mexico  and  ap¬ 
proximately  120  miles  southeasterly  from 
El  Paso  to  Van  Horn,  Texas,  with  a  pop¬ 
ulation  of  approximately  456,000  of  whom 
360,000  reside  in  the  Metropolitan  area 
of  El  Paso. 

The  aggregate  proceeds  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  financing  will  be  used  to  repay  out¬ 
standing  short-term  bank  loans,  which 
at  the  time  of  the  sale,  are  expected  to 
total  $5,200,000. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  ap¬ 
plication  should,  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  12,  1973,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  or  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Persons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules.  The  application  is  on  file 


with  the  Commission  and  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.73-i8888  PUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP70-13ai 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  First  Supplement  to  Petition  To 
Amend 

August  24, 1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  16.  1973, 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (El  Paso)  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP70-138  a  supplement  to 
the  petition  filed  therein  on  March  27. 
1973,  seeking  issuance  of  an  order  amend¬ 
ing  the  order  of  the  Commission  author¬ 
izing  the  importation  of  natural  gas  from 
Canada  issued  on  May  12.  1970,  as 
amended  by  order  issued  on  February  9, 
1971,  in  the  subject  docket  so  as  to  con¬ 
form  such  order  to  the  Fourth  Service 
Agreement,  as  amended,  as  hereinafter 
described,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  petition  to  amend  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

El  Paso  states  that  by  order  issued 
May  12,  1970,  as  amended  February  9, 
1971,  in  Docket  No.  GP70-138.  El  Paso 
was  authorized  to  import  from  Canada, 
at  a  point  on  the  International  Boundary 
near  Sumas,  Washington  (Sumas  Im¬ 
port)  .  natural  gas  to  be  purchased  from 
Westcoast  Transmission  Co.  Ltd.  (West- 
coast)  in  accordance  with  the  terms  tuid 
conditions  of  an  Agreement  between  El 
Paso  and  Westcoast  dated  October  10, 
1969,  as  amended  (Fourth  Service  Agree¬ 
ment)  .  Provision  is  made  under  the 
Fourth  Service  Agreement  for  the  de¬ 
livery  and  receipt  of  725,000  Mcf  daily 
which  commenced  on  November  1,  1971, 
which  daily  quantity  was  increased  to 
800,000  Mcf  daily  on  November  1,  1972. 

Pursuant  to  Commission  order  issued 
July  13, 1973,  a  formal  hearing  Is  to  com¬ 
mence  on  August  28,  1973,  respecting  El 
Paso’s  petition. 

El  Paso  states  in  its  supplemental  fil¬ 
ing  that  Westcoast  and  El  Paso  have 
agreed,  as  set  forth  in  a  Letter  Agree¬ 
ment  dated  August  14,  1973,  to  modify 
the  Third  Amending  Agreement  to 
satisfy  an  objection  raised  by  the  Na- 
tiMial  Energy  Board  of  Canada  respect¬ 
ing  the  impact  of  the  Third  Amending 
Agreement  upon  the  provision  in  the 
Fourth  Service  Agreement  requiring  a 
comparison  of  the  rate  paid  by  El  Paso 
to  Westcoast  with  the  rate  paid  to  West¬ 
coast  by  its  Canadian  customer,  British 
Columbia  Hydro  and  Power  Authority 
and  an  adjustment  in  the  El  Paso  rate, 
if  necessary,  so  as  to  assure  that  the  rate 
paid  by  El  Paso  is  not  at  any  time  less 
than  105  percent  of  the  rate  paid  by 
Westcoast’s  Canadian  customer, 

El  Paso  requests  that  its  petition  of 
March  27,  1973,  be  supplemented  to  the 
extent  set  forth  in  its  new  filing,  and 
that  the  CommissiMi  amend  its  said  im¬ 
port  order  of  May  12,  1970,  as  amended, 
to  the  extent  necessary  to  conform  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  Fourth  Serv- 
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ice  Agreement,  as  so  amended  by  the 
modified  TTiird  Amending  Agreement. 

El  Paso  also  requests  the  Commission 
to  provide  a  shortened  time  period  for 
the  submission  of  protests  to  El  Paso’s 
supplemental  filing  and  for  new  petitions 
for  leave  to  intervene,  so  that  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  this  proceeding  might  commence 
as  scheduled  on  September  28,  1973. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filing  should  on  or  before  September  10, 
1973,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CPR  1.8,  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  Protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  b^ome  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules.  Parties  who 
have  petitioned  to  intervene  pursuant  to 
the  Notice  Of  Petition  To  Amend  issued 
April  26,  1973,  need  not  file  a  new  peti¬ 
tion  in  this  proceeding. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18779  Filed  9-5-73;8;45  am] 

[Docket  No.  RP72-1541 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Change  in  Rate 

August  24,  1973. 

Take  notice  that  El  Paso  Natural  Gas 
Co.  (El  Paso),  on  August  16,  1973,  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  a  notice  of  change  in 
rates  imder  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  3,  applicable  to  service 
rendered  to  its  Northwest  Divisiwi  Sys¬ 
tem  customers.  Such  change  in  rates  is 
pr(H>osed  to  become  effective  on  October 
1,  1973.  The  proposed  rate  change  is  sub¬ 
mitted  for  the  purpose  of  compensating 
El  Paso  for  increases  in  its  cost  of  pur¬ 
chased  gas  for  the  period  April  1,  1973, 
through  September  30,  1973,  and  is  filed 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  El 
Paso’s  Purchased  GasAdjustment  Clause 
(PGAC)  in  effect  in  El  Paso’s  said  tariff. 

The  annualized  increase  in  El  Paso’s 
Northwest  Division  System  domestic  pur¬ 
chased  gas  costs  aggregates  $2,750,783 
based  upon  adjusted  Northwest  Division 
System  domestic  purchased  gas  volumes 
for  the  twelve  (12)  month  period  ending 
June  30,  1973.  Additional  increased 
purchased  gas  costs,  aggregating  $12,- 
577,712,  have  occurred  as  a  result  of 
changes  in  the  cost  of  gas  purchased 
from  El  Paso’s  Canadian  supplier.  West- 
coast  Transmission  Co.  Ltd.  When  ap¬ 
plied  to  El  Paso’s  Northwest  Division 
System  total  sales  volumes  for  the  same 
period,  the  aggregate  of  the  increased 
domestic  and  imported  purchased  gas 
costs  equates  to  3.40^  per  Mc.f.  (0.326<i 
per  therm). 

In  addition,  El  Paso  has  accrued  in 
Account  191,  Unrecovered  Purchased  Gas 


Cost,  $3,358,403  applicable  to  increases 
in  its  Northwest  Division  System  pur¬ 
chased  gas  costs,  both  domestic  and  im¬ 
ported,  which  have  occurred  during  the 
period  January  1,  1973,  through  June  30, 
1973.  Such  costs,  when  applied  to  El 
Paso’s  Northwest  Division  System  juris¬ 
dictional  sales  volumes  for  the  same  pe¬ 
riod,  produce  an  additional  increase  in 
rates  of  1.44^  per  M  c.f.  (0.13«i  per  therm) 
to  be  applied  as  a  surcharge  to  all  rate 
schedules  identified  in  the  subject  filing. 

El  Paso  included  in  its  filing  Alternate 
Tariff  Sheets,  with  a  proposed  October  1, 
1973,  effective  date,  proposing  to  amend 
the  currently  effective  PGAC  so  as  to  pro¬ 
vide  that  gas  cost  adjustments  pertain¬ 
ing  to  purchases  of  Canadian  gas  from 
Westcoast  Transmission  Co.  Ltd.,  at 
Sumas,  Washington,  be  computed  on  a 
95  percent  load  factor  basis,  rather  than 
on  the  basis  of  the  most  recent  billing 
as  the  PGAC  now  provides.  El  Paso  states 
that  as  a  result  of  the  wide  fluctuation 
in  monthly  purchase  levels  at  Sumas, 
significant  fluctuations  in  the  adjust¬ 
ments  in  rates  under  current  PGAC  pro¬ 
visions  occur.  The  alternate  proposal  is 
designed  to  eliminate  such  fluctuations. 
The  alternate  method  of  computing  gas 
cost  adjustments  under  the  proposed  re¬ 
visions  in  the  PGAC  included  in  the  in¬ 
stant  filing  reflects  a  reduction  in  the 
total  annual  change  in  the  cost  of  gas 
purchased  from  $15,328,495,  equating  to 
3.40<f  per  M  c.f.  (0.326«‘  per  therm)  to 
$7,521,238,  equating  to  1.67^  per  M  c.f. 
(0.160^  per  therm).  Such  reduction 
would  change  the  proposed  current  ad¬ 
justment  level  from  a  total  of  4.84c  per- 
M  c.f.  (0.464C  per  therm)  under  present 
PGAC  provisions  to  3.1 1C  per  M  c.f. 
(0.298C  per  therm)  under  the  propased 
revised  PGAC  provisions.  The  Alternate 
Tariff  Sheets  also  included  a  Statement 
of  Rates  Sheet,  reflecting  lower  rate  ad¬ 
justments  based  upon  the  proposed  95 
percent  load  factor  method  of  determin¬ 
ing  the  annualized  cost  for  the  Sumas 
purchases.  El  Paso  proposes  that  the  al¬ 
ternate  sheets  be  accepted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  lieu  of  the  tendered  revised 
tariff  sheet  in  the  event  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  finds  the  95  percent  load  factor 
method  appropriate. 

Copies  of  the  filing  have  been  served 
upon  all  parties  of  record  at  Docket  Nos. 
RP72-151  andJlP72-154,  and,  otherwise, 
upon  all  Northwest  Division  System  cus¬ 
tomers  and  interested  state  regulatory 
commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  12,  1973.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to'  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  El  Paso’s  proposed 
tariff  sheet  and  rate  filing  are  on  file 


with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18780  Filed  9-^73;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CP74-46] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  28,  1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  20,  1973, 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Applicant), 
P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Paso,  Tex.  79978,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP74-46  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
construction  and  operation  of  a  liquefied 
natural  gas  (LNG)  plant,  the  sale  for 
resale  and  delivery  of  vaporized  LNG 
and  the  modification  of  certain  existing 
measuring  facilities,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  construct  and 
operate  an  LNG  plant  located  adjacent 
to  Compressor  Station  No.  14,  Benton 
County,  Washington.  The  proposed  LNG 
plant  will  have  a  liquefaction  capacity  of 
6,000  M  c.f.  of  gas  per  day,  an  LNG  stor¬ 
age  capacity  of  348,000  barrels  equiva¬ 
lent  to  approximately  1.2  million  M  c.f. 
vaporous  gas,  and  a  vaporization  with¬ 
drawal  capacity  of  up  to  150,000  M  c.f. 
per  day.  Applicant  intends  to  liquefy  gas 
for  storage  during  the  off-peak  season  of 
April  through  October  by  curtailment, 
if  necessary,  of  deliveries  to  its  customers 
and  to  vaporize  the  LNG  on  days  of  high 
demand  during  the  period  of  November 
through  March. 

.  Applicant  states  that  it  intends  to 
make  the  supplemental  LNG  service 
available  to  its  existing  customers  pres¬ 
ently  being  served  under  its  ODL-1  or 
DS-1  Rate  Schedules,  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
First  Revised  Volume  No.  3.  It  is  stated 
that  the  customers  electing  to  receive 
peak  shaving  LNG  service  as  herein  pro¬ 
posed  will  be  charged  a  capacity  charge 
estimated  to  be  1.493  cents  per  100,000 
Btu,  a  demand  charge  estimated  to  be 
1.803  cents  per  100,000  Btu  and  a  delivery 
charge  estimated  to  be  4.108  cents  per 
100,000  Btu. 

Applicant  also  proposes  to  increase  the 
measurement  capacities  at  the  Prineville 
Meter  Station.  Crook  County,  Ore.,  at 
the  Castle  Rock  Meter  Station,  Cowlitz 
County.  Wash.,  and  at  the  Smelterville 
Meter  Station,  Shoshone  County,  Idaho. 

The  total  estimated  cost  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  is  $12,280,951  which  will 
be  initially  financed  from  current  work¬ 
ing  funds. 

The  stated  pmpose  of  these  proposals 
is  to  augment  Applicant’s  ability  to 
satisfy  the  firm  service  requirements  of 
the  growing  residential  and  small  com¬ 
mercial  market  of  its  customers  during 
peak  demand  periods  and  to  avoid  cur¬ 
tailments  of  firm  service  therein. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
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application  should  on  or  before  Septem- 
bei  21,  1973,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
p^etition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
detertnining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
tc  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
re\dew  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
urmecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18781  Piled  9-5-73;8;45  am] 

(Etocket  Noe.  RP72-150,  RP72-1551 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rate 
August  28,  1973. 

Take  notice  that  El  Paso  Natural  Gas 
Co.  (El  Paso),  on  August  16,  1973,  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  a  notice  of  change  in 
rates  under  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original 
Volume  No.  1,  appUcable  to  service  ren¬ 
dered  to  its  Southern  Division  System 
customers.  El  Paso  requests  a  proposed 
effective  date  of  October  1,  1973.  El  Paso 
states  that  the  proposed  rate  change  is 
submitted  for  the  purpose  of  compensat¬ 
ing  El  Paso  for  increases  in  its  cost  of 
purchased  gas  for  the  period  April  1, 1973, 
through  September  30,  1973,  and  is  filed 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  El 
Paso’s  Purchase  Gas  Adjustment  Clause 
(PGAC)  in  effect  in  El  Paso’s  said  tariff,* 


>  As  explained  in  the  accompanying  letter 
of  transmittal,  the  instant  notice  of  change 
in  rates  does  not  give  effect  to  increased  pur¬ 
chased  gas  costs  which  will  result  from  the 
Commission's  Opinion  No.  662  and  accmn- 
panying  order,  issued  August  7,  1973,  at 
Docket  No.  AR70-1  (Phase  I)  for  the  reason 
that  sufficient  information  and  data  are  not 
presently  avaUable  to  determine  the  impact 
of  such  c^lnion  and  order  on  El  Paso’s  cost 
of  purchased  gas. 


El  Paso  maintains  that  the  annualized 
increase  in  El  Paso’s  Southern  Division 
System  purchased  gas  costs  aggregates 
$19,700,784  based  upon  adjusted  South¬ 
ern  Division  System  purchased  gas  vol¬ 
umes  for  the  twelve  (12)  month  period 
ending  June  30,  1973.  When  applied  to 
El  Paso’s  Southern  Division  System  total 
sales  volumes  for  the  same  period,  El 
Paso  states  that  the  purchased  gas  cost 
increase  equates  to  1.45<‘  per  Mcf. 

In  addition,  El  Paso  says  that  it  has 
accrued  in  Account  191,  Unrecovered 
Purchased  Gas  Cost,  $10,490,073  appli¬ 
cable  to  increases  in  its  Southern  Divi¬ 
sion  System  purchased  gas  costs  which 
have  occurred  during  the  period  January 
1,  1973,  through  June  30,  1973.  El  Paso 
contends  that  such  costs,  when  apphed 
to  El  Paso’s  Southern  Division  System 
jurisdictional  sales  volumes  for  the  same 
period  produce  an  additional  increase  in 
rates  of  1.79(‘  per  Mcf  to  be  applied  as  a 
surcharge  to  all  rate  schedules  identified 
in  the  subject  filing. 

Also  take  notice  that  El  Paso,  on  Au¬ 
gust  16,  1973,  tendered  for  filing  a  notice 
of  change  in  rates  with  respect  to  certain 
special  rate  schedules  contained  in  its 
FYC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised  Volume 
No.  2  and  Original  Volume  No.  2A,  ap¬ 
plicable  to  service  rendered  to  certain  of 
its  Southern  Division  System  customers. 
According  to  El  Paso  such  change  in  rates 
is  proposed  to  become  effective  as  of  Oc- 
tol^r  1,  1973,  and  is  in  an  amount  of 
2.61^  per  Mcf  to  be  uniformly  applied 
bo  each  affected  rate  schedule.  El  Paso 
states  that  the  proposed  rate  change  is 
submitted  for  the  purpose  of  compen¬ 
sating  El  Paso  for  increases  in  its  cost 
of  purchased  gas,  to  maintain  parity  of 
treatment  among  similar  pfirchasers  and 
to  give  effect  to  the  keyed  nature  of  the 
pricing  provisions  in  the  affected  rate 
schedules. 

El  Paso  says  that  this  notice  was  filed 
under  the  provisions  of  £3  Paso’s  Ihir- 
chased  Gas  Adjustment  Clause  (PGAC), 
contained  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original 
Volume  No.  1  and  is  occasioned  solely  by, 
and  will  comijensate  El  Paso  only  for,  in¬ 
creases  in  the  cost  of  purchased  gas  oc¬ 
curring  in  its  Southern  Division  System 
operations  which  will  become  effective  on 
or  before  September  30,  1973.’  El  Paso 
maintains  that  the  net  increase  in  rates 
proposed  by  such  concurrent  notice  of 
change  is  2.61^  per  Mcf.  The  pricing  pro¬ 
visions  contained  in  all  of  the  special  rate 
schedules  affected  by  the  instant  notice 
of  change  in  rates  provide  that  the  ap¬ 
plicable  rate  thereunder  shall  be  keyed 
to,  and  identical  with,  the  rate  in  effect 
from  time  to  time  under  a  designated 
rate  schedule  contained  in  Original  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1  of  Ea  Paso’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff. 


’  The  concurrently  filed  notice  of  change  In 
rates  does  not  give  effect  tb  increased  pur¬ 
chased  gas  costs  which  wUl  result  from  the 
Conunission's  Opinion  No.  662  and  accom¬ 
panying  order.  Issued  August  7,  1973,  at 
Docket  No.  AR70-1  (Phase  I)  for  the  reason 
that  sufficient  Information  and  data  are  not 
presently  avaUable  to  determine  the  Impact 
of  such  opinion  and  order  on  El  Paso’s  cost 
of  purchased  gas.  For  the  same  reasons,  the 
instant  notice  of  change  In  rates  does  not 
give  effect  to  such  Increased  costs. 


El  Paso  further  states  that  the  instant 
tender  is  being  filed  in  order  to  adjust 
the  rates  applicable  to  special  Rate 
Schedules  X-7,  X-14  and  X-25  of  Third 
Revised  Volume  No.  2  and  special  Rate 
Schedules  FS-25,  FS-26,  FS-27,  FS-28, 
PS-29,  PS-34,  FS-35,  and  FS-45  of  Origi¬ 
nal  Volume  No.  2A  and  service  now  ren¬ 
dered  and  to  be  rendered  to  Northern 
Natural  Gas  Company  under  a  Letter 
Agreement  dated  December  27,  1972,  and 
proposed  special  Rate  Schedule  X-30  of 
Third  Revised  Volume  No.  2. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  13,  1973.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  El  Paso’s  pro¬ 
posed  tariff  sheets  and  rate  filing  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18887  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP74-47] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  30,  1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  20,  1973, 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Applicant), 
P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Paso,  Texas  79978,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP74-47  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
construction  and  operation  of  pipeline 
and  appurtenant  facilities  in  Eddy 
County,  New  Mexico,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  construct  and 
operate  approximately  20.2  miles  of  16- 
inch  pipeline  and  appurtenant  facilities 
from  its  existing  South  Carlsbad  Com¬ 
pressor  Station  to  its  mainline  Pecos 
River  Station.  The  proposed  pipeline 
would  have  a  designed  transp>ortation 
capacity  of  101,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day. 

The  cost  of  the  proposed  facilities  is 
$1,587,008  which  will  be  financed  from 
working  fimds,  supplemented,  as  neces¬ 
sary,  by  short  term  borrowings. 

’The  purpose  of  the  proposed  pipeline 
facilities  is  to  transport  natural  gas  re¬ 
cently  attached  from  approximately  27 
wells  in  the  South  Carlsbad  Area  of  Eddy 
County  for  use  of  Applicant’s  Southern 
Division  System.  Applicant  states  that  it 
has  temporarily  been  transporting  a  por¬ 
tion  of  these  supplies  via  its  existing 
12%-inch  Elunice-Carlsbad  line  and 
through  an  exchange  arrangement  which 
Northern  Natxiral  Gas  Co.  (Northern), 
on  a  best  efforts  basis,  piumiant  to  the 
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letter  order  of  the  Commission  dated 
March  7,  1973,  and  within  the  contem¬ 
plation  of  Section  157.22  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  cm 
157.22).  It  is  stated  that  these  arrange¬ 
ments  have  become  increasingly  unsatis¬ 
factory  as  Applicant  is  unable  to  effect  a 
net  increase  in  the  volume  of  gas  placed 
on  the  Southern  Division  due  to  capacity 
restraints  on  its  and  Northern’s  existing 
facilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  24,  1973,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this  ap¬ 
plication  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  permission  and  approv¬ 
al  for  the  proposed  abandonment  are  re¬ 
quired  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of  such 
hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc .73-1 8889  Filed  9-&-73;8:45  ami 


EXXON  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Further  Postponement  of  Hearing 

August  24,  1973. 

In  the  matter  of  Exxon  Corp.,  Docket 
No.  CI73-751,  Shenandoah  Oil  Corp., 
Docket  Nos.  CI73-799  and  CI73-800,  and 
SOC  Gas  Systems,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  CI73- 
801. 

On  August  15, 1973,  a  notice  was  issued 
postponing  the  hearing  to  September  5, 
1973,  because  of  calendar  conflicts  in  the 
Office  of  the  Administrative  Law  Judges, 
On  August  22,  1973,  Staff  counsel  re¬ 
quested  a  further  postponement  to  Sep¬ 
tember  11,  1973. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  Is  hereby 
given  that  the  hearing  is  further  post- 


NOTICES 

poned  to  September  11,  1973,  at  10:00 
a.hi.  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18782  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI73-592] 

HERMAN  GEO.  KAISER 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time  and 
Postponement  of  Hearing 

August  24, 1973. 

On  August  13,  1973,  Herman  Geo.  Kai¬ 
ser  requested  a  postponement  of  the 
hearing  scheduled  in  the  above-desig¬ 
nated  matter  by  order  issued  July  25, 
1973. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above-designated  matter  are  modified  as 
follows : 

Direct  Testimony  and  Evidence  of  Applicant 
and  Intervenors  supporting  application, 
September  24, 1973. 

Direct  Testimony  and  Evidence  of  Staff  and 
Intervenors  opposing  exceptions,  Octo¬ 
ber  17,  1973. 

Hearing,  October  18,  1973  (10:00  a.m.,  e.d.t.). 
All  Rebuttal  Testimony  and  Evidence,  Octo¬ 
ber  18,  1973. 

Administrative  Law  Judge  Decision  shall  be 
rendered  on  or  before,  November  30, 
1973. 

Briefs  on  Exceptions  by  all  Parties  on  or  be¬ 
fore,  December  12,  1973. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18783  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CS71-878  et  al.] 

HURLEY  PETROLEUM  CORP.  ET  AL 

Order  Clarifying  Order  To  Show  Cause  and 
to  Require  Resumption  of  Deliveries  of 
Natural  Gas 

August  29, 1973. 

In  the  matter  of  Hurley  Petroleum 
Corp.;  Car -Tex  Producing  Co.;  Texas 
Eastern  Transmission  Corp.;  Docket  No. 
CS71-878.  CI73-431.  CI73-558,  CI61-1379, 
CI73-578.  CP74-15. 

On  July  19,  1973,  Hurley  Petroleum 
Corp.  (Hurley),  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CS71-878,  et  al.,  a  petition  for  clarifica¬ 
tion  of  the  order  issued  July  12,  1973, 
in  said  dockets.  Hurley  and  Car-Tex  Pro¬ 
ducing  Co.  (Car-Tex)  were  ordered  to 
show  cause  why  they  or  each  of  them 
should  not  be  held  to  be  in  violation  of 
section  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  157.18  of  the  Commission’s  regulations 
thereunder  for  not  having  obtained 
abandonment  authorization  before  aban¬ 
doning  jurisdictional  sales.  Texas  East¬ 
ern  Transmission  Corp.  was  ordered  to 
show  cause  why  it  should  not  be  held  to 
be  in  violation  of  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  by  operating  facilities 
to  take  natural  gas  dedicated  to  Arlian- 
sas  Louisiana  Gas  Company  and  Car- 
Tex.  Hurley  and  Car-Tex  were  ordered 
to  resume  the  sale  and  delivery  of  gas  as 
made  imder  the  certificates  issued  in 
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Docket  Nos.  CS71-878  and  CI61-1379, 
respectively. 

Hurley  states  that  under  its  gas  pm:- 
chase  contract  dated  January  12,  1961, 
with  Car-Tex  for  the  sale  of  gas  author¬ 
ized  in  Docket  No.  CS7 1-878,  the  buyer  is 
obligated  to  take  only  the  quantities  of 
casinghead  gas  from  Hurley’s  oil  wells 
up  to  the  maximum  capacity  of  buyer’s 
gathering  system.  The  contract  is  silent 
^  to  the  disposition  of  the  gas  available 
in  excess  of  the  maximum  capacity  of 
buyer’s  facilities  or  to  the  volumes  of 
gas  which  are  undelivered  due  to  equip¬ 
ment  breakdowns.  Hurley  believes  that 
our  order  of  July  12,  1973,  requiring  re¬ 
sumption  of  the  sales  and  deliveries  of 
gas  under  the  contract  requires  that  the 
excess  volumes  of  gas  and  the  un¬ 
delivered  gas  be  flared. 

Paragraph  (D)  of  the  order  issued 
July  12,  1973,  in  the  instant  dockets  does 
not  require  Hurley  to  flare  either  the  ex¬ 
cess  or  xmdelivered  volumes  of  gas.  We 
did  not  suggest,  and  certainly  did  not 
compel.  Hurley  to  flare  gas  where  it  can 
possibly  be  avoided.  Our  intention  is  to 
require  the  resumption  of  sales  and  de¬ 
liveries  only  insofar  as  they  were  author¬ 
ized  under  certificates  issued  by  and  un¬ 
dertaken  xmder  rate  schedules  on  file 
with  the  Commission.  Hurley  may  mar¬ 
ket  separately  the  excess  and/or  the 
undelivered  gas  to  others  on  an  emer¬ 
gency  basis  within  the  contemplation  of 
§  157.29  of  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.29) .  Hurley 
may  also  file  an  application  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
authorization  to  sell  and  deliver  the  ex¬ 
cess  and/or  undelivered  gas  to  others  for 
a  longer  term  than  the  sixty-day  emer¬ 
gency  period.  In  addition  or  alterna¬ 
tively,  Hurley  might  sell  the  excess  or 
undelivered  gas  under  authorization  of 
its  small  producer  certificate. 

By  the  Commission. 

ISEALl  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18890  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8368] 

IOWA  SOUTHERN  UTILITIES  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Electric  Service 
Agreement 

August  30, 1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  20,  1973, 
Iowa  Southern  Utilities  Co.  (Iowa  South¬ 
ern)  of  Centerville,  Iowa  tendered  for 
filling  its  proposed  new  Electric  Service 
Agreement  including  Attachments  A  and 
E  dated  July  26,  1973,  between  it  and 
Seymour  Municipal  Utilities  (Seymour) 
of  Seymour,  Iowa.  Iowa  Southern 
tendered  also  its  Seventh  Revised  Sheet 
No.  5  to  its  FPC  Electric  Tariff  Original 
Volume  No.  1,  revised  to  show  the  new 
proposed  effective  date  for  the  proposed 
Seymour  Agreements. 

Iowa  Southern  stated  that  Seymour 
requested  the  proposed  new  Service 
Agreement  because  the  advent  of  a  new 
industry  in  their  commimity  does  not 
allow  them  to  carry  the  entire  load  and 
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their  system  is  designed  such  that  it  is 
not  possible  for  them  to  carry  a  portion 
of  the  load.  Iowa  Southern  requests  that 
the  Commission  w'aive  its  30-day  filing 
requirement  to  allow  the  proposed  new 
Agreement  to  become  effective  on  Au¬ 
gust  1. 1973. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protests  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  14,  1973.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  mxist  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18891  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  Cn3-8171 

KISSINGER  PETROLEUMS  CORP. 

(OPERATOR),  ET  AL 

Order  Granting  Intervention  and  Fixing 
Date  for  Hearing 

August  30, 1973. 

The  above-named  Applicant  has  filed 
applications  pursuant  to  section  7(c>  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,^  and  pursuant  to 
§  2.75  *  of  the  Commission’s  general 
policy  statements,  the  Optional  Proce¬ 
dure  for  Certificating  New  Producer 
Sales  of  Natural  Gas  set  forth  in  Order 
No.  455,’  (hereinafter  §  2.75)  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  the  sale  and  delivery  of 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce. 

On  May  29,  1973,  Kissinger  Petroleums 
Corp,  (Operator),  et  al.  (Kissinger)  on 
its  own  behalf  and  on  the  behalf  of  Mar¬ 
tin  J.  Freedman,  a  signatory  party,  and 
Inter-American  Petroleum  Corp.,  a 
non-signatory,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CI73- 
817  an  application  pursuant  to  §  2.75  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  2.75)  on  sales  to  Mc¬ 
Culloch  Interstate  Gas  Corporation  (Mc¬ 
Culloch)  from  the  Spotted  Horse  Field, 
Campbell  Coimty,  Wyoming,  Montana- 
Wyoming  sub-area.  Rocky  Mountain 
Area.  The  sale  contract,  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  23,  1973,  extends  for  a  20-year  term 
or  the  life  of  the  oil  and  gas  leases, 
whichever  is  greater,  and  provides  for  an 
initial  price  of  35  cents  per  Mcf  with 

1 15  U.S.C.  I  717,  et  seq.  ( 1970) . 

=  18  C.R.F.  §  2.75. 

» Statement  Of  Policy* Relating  To  Optional 
Procedure  For  (Tertlflcatlng  New  Producer 

Sales  of  Natural  Gas,  Docket  No.  R-441, - 

F.P.C.  -  (Issued  August  3,  1972,  appeal 

pending  sub  nom.  John  E.  Moss,  et  al.  v. 
P.P.C.,  No.  72-1837  (D.C.  Clr.) 


1  cent  escalations  each  year.  There  is  no 
Etu  adjustment  and  no  tax  reimburse¬ 
ment.  Gas  is  to  be  delivered  and  meas¬ 
ured  at  the  Wellhead  but  the  volume  is 
to  be  adjusted  to  a  residue  volume  for 
payment.  The  buyer  receives  all  plant 
liquids  and  fuel  at  no  cost. 

The  contract  may  be  terminated  by  the 
buyer  in  the  event  a  final  order  by  the 
Commission  permitting  the  sale  is  not 
issued  within  ninety  days  of  the  date  of 
the  contract.  The  ninety-day  period  ex¬ 
pired  May  24,  1973,  five  days  prior  to  the 
date  the  application  was  filed. 

Notice  of  Kissinger's  application  in 
Docket  No.  CI73-817  was  noticed  on 
June  19,  1973,  and  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  July  2,  1973  (38 
CFR  17534). 

A  late  petition  to  intervene  was  filed 
by  the  American  Public  Gas  Association. 

A  formal  hearing  has  been  requested, 
and  we  find  a  hearing  is  desirable  to 
determine,  on  the  record,  whether  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  will  be  served  by  certificat¬ 
ing  these  sales,  and  whether  the  proposed 
rate  is  just  and  reasonable,  taking  into 
consideration  all  factors  bearing  on 
maintenance  of  an  adequate  and  reliable 
supply  of  gas,  delivered  at  the  lowest  rea¬ 
sonable  cost.* 

This  hearing  is  not  the  proper  forum 
for  the  relitigation  of  the  propriety  of  the 
§  2.75  procedures:  that  matter  is  now  be¬ 
fore  the  Court  of  Appeals.  See  n.3,  supra. 
This  hearing  will  be  addressed  solely  to 
the  issues  of  public  convenience  and  nec¬ 
essity,  and  the  justness  and  reasonable¬ 
ness,  of  the  particular  sales  and  rates 
herein  proposed. 

Those  parties  and  interveners  desir¬ 
ing  to  submit  cost  and  noncost  data 
should  structure  their  evidence  to  reflect 
the  tests  under  S  2.75  for  determining  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  the  rate 
sought. 

No  intervenor  has  questioned  McCul¬ 
loch’s  need  for  the  additional  natural  gas 
supplies  that  will  be  available  to  it  as  a 
result  of  these  purchases.  However,  we 
are  unable  to  determine  the  extent  of 
McCulloch’s  need  for  new  sui>plies  since 
it  has  failed  to  sulMnit  the  certification 
required  by  S  2.75h  (18  CFR  2.75h).  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  we  shall  require  McCulloch  to 
present  evidence  as  to  its  need  for  addi¬ 
tional  supplies  of  natural  gas  and 
whether  or  not  a  comparable  supply  of 
natural  gas  is  available  to  McChilloch  at 
any  rate  lower  than  the  rates  proposed 
in  these  applications. 

The  Commission  finds 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  in  the  public 
interest  that  the  above-docketed  pro¬ 
ceeding  be  set  for  a  formal  hearing. 

(2)  It  is  desirable  and  in  the  public 
interest  to  allow  the  above-named  peti¬ 
tioner  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding. 

*  Opinion  And  Order  Issuing  Certificate 
Of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  And 
Determining  Just  And  Reasonable  Rates, 
Opinion  No.  659,  Belco  Petroleum  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Agent,  et  al..  Docket  Nos.  CT73-293,  et 

al.,  -  FJP.C.  - ,  -  (issued  May  30, 

1973,  slip  op.  at  para.  21,  p.  5). 


The  Commission  orders 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4, 
5,  7,  14,  15  and  16  thereof,  the  Commis- 
siim’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
and  the  Regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (18  CFR,  Chapter  I)  a  public 
hearing  on  the  issues  presented  by  the 
applications  herein  shall  be  held  com¬ 
mencing  October  16,  1973,  at  10  a.m. 
(e.d.t.)  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

(B)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFTl 
3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding  pursuant  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

(C)  Applicant  and  all  interveners  sup¬ 
porting  the  applications  shall  file  their 
direct  testimony  and  evidence  on  or  be¬ 
fore  September  24,  1973.  All  testimony 
and  evidence  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge,  the 
Commission  Staff,  and  all  parties  to  these 
proceedings. 

(D)  ’The  Commission  Staff  and  all 
intervenors  opposing  the  applications 
shall  file  their  direct  testimony  and  evi¬ 
dence  on  or  before  October  1,  1973.  All 
testimony  and  evidence  shall  be  served 
upon  the  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  and  all  other  parties  to  these 
proceedings. 

(E)  All  rebuttal  testimony  and  evi¬ 
dence  shall  be  served  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  8.  1973.  All  parties  submitting  re¬ 
buttal  testimony  and  evidence  shall  serve 
such  testimony  and  evidence  upon  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge,  the 
Commission  Staff,  and  all  other  parties 
to  these  proceedings. 

(F)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
permitted  to  intervene  in  these  proceed¬ 
ings  subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  Commission:  Provided,  however; 
That  the  i>articii>atlon  of  such  Inter¬ 
venors  shall  be  limited  to  matters  af¬ 
fecting  asserted  rights  and  interests  as 
sE>ecifically  set  forth  in  said  petitions 
for  leave  to  intervene:  and  Provided, 
further:  'That  the  admission  of  such 
interests  shall  not  be  construed  as  rec¬ 
ognition  by  the  Commission  that  they 
or  any  of  them  might  be  aggrieved  be¬ 
cause  of  any  order  or  orders  of  the 
Commission  entered  in  these  pro¬ 
ceedings. 

(G)  The  Administrative  Law  Judge’s 
decision  shall  be  rendered  on  or  before 
November  9,  1973.  All  briefs  on  excep¬ 
tions  shall  be  due  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  16,  1973,  and  replies  thereto  shall 
be  due  on  or  before  November  27, 1973. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

•Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.73-18892  Piled  9-6-73;8:45  am] 
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(Docket  No.  CP74-641 

LOWELL  GAS  CO. 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

August  28,  1973. 

On  January  15,  1973,  New  Elngland 
LNG  Co.,  Incorporated  (NELNG),  re¬ 
quested  in  Docket  No.  CP73-185  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  the  sale  for  resale  of 
approximately  170,000  Mc.f.  vaporous 
•gas  equivalent  of  liquefied  natimal  gas 
i(LNG)  to  Connecticut  Natural  Gas 
Corp.  (CNG  Corp.) .  Notice  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  was  issued  January  18,  1973,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  23,  1973  (38  FR  2354). 

Lowell  Gas  Co.  (Lowell)  was  involved 
in  the  NELNG-CNG  Corp.  transaction 
as  follows:  Lowell  commingled  gas 
owned  by  NELNG  at  CNG  Corp.’s  Rocky 
Hill,  Connecticut  storage  facility,  134,- 
981  Mc.f.  of  gas  which  Lowell  acquired 
from  Hopkinton,  Massachusetts  (as  in¬ 
dicated  by  a  letter  from  CNG  Corp.  to 
NELNG.  Exhibit  I.  Docket  No.  CP73- 
185).  In  addition,  in  that  docket 
NELNG  reported  that  on  December  1, 
1972,  173,314  Mc.f.  of  gas  at  Rocky  Hill 
was  traded  by  NELNG  to  Lowell  for  a 
like  amount  in  storage  at  Tewksbury, 
Massachusetts.  Lowell,  in  turn,  sold  to 
Cape  Cod  Gas  Co.  (Cape)  306,740  Mc.f. 
of  gas  in  place  at  Rocky  Hill,  which 
amount  included  the  173,314  Mc.f.  from 
NELNG. 

On  July  23.  1970,  NELNG  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP71-18,‘  an  abbreviated 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  certificate  au¬ 
thority  to  render  LNG  service  to  gas 
distribution  utilities  in  the  New  England 
area.  The  Commission  issued  an  order 
granting  that  certificate  on  January  14, 
1971,  45  F.P.C.  142.  Tlie  Commission 
conditioned  its  January  14,  1971,  order 
in  section  F,  which  declared  the  certifi¬ 
cate  requested  was  granted  “without 
prejudice  to  the  Commission’s  issuance 
of  an  order  in  the  future  requiring 
Lowell  Gas  Co.  to  file  for  authorization 
pursuant  to  Section  7(e)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  its  storage  facilities  and 
services  •  *  *.’’  We  here  seek  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  issuance  of  such  an  order 
requiring  Lowell  to  file  Section  7  appli¬ 
cations  is  now  appropriate. 

The  Commission  finds 

(1)  Lowell  Gas  Co.,  a  corporation 
having  its  principal  place  of  business  in 
Lowell,  Massachusetts,  may  have  pro¬ 
vided  service  which  may  make  it  a 
“natural  gas  company’’  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(2)  That  good  cause  exists  for,  and 
the  public  interest  in  administering  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  demands  that  Lowell 
Gas  Co.  show  cause  why  it  should  not 
be  required  to  file  an  application  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  for  the  storage  of  natural  gas 
sold  and  transported  for  interstate  com- 


^  Notice  Application  was  Issued  on 
July  30,  1970,  and  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  on  August  6,  1970  (35  FR  12972). 


merce  and  stored  with  the  jurisdictional 
gas  of  its  affiliate.  New  England  LNG 
Company,  Incorporated;  for  the  ex¬ 
change  of  its  gas  at  Tewksbury,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  for  an  equal  amount  of  its  af¬ 
filiate’s  at  Rocky  Hill,  Connecticut;  for 
its  sale  in  place  at  Rocky  Hill  to  Cape 
Cod  Gas  Co. 

(3)  That  good  cause  exists  for,  and 
the  public  interest  in  administering  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  demands  that  Lowell 
Gas  Co.  disclose  all  transactions  and 
ownership  agreements  with  its  affiliate, 
NELNG  or  any  other  company  that  may 
possibly  involve  transactions  in  interstate 
commerce. 

The  Commission  orders 

(A)  That  Lowell  Gas  Co.  show  cause 
why  it  should  not  be  required  to  file  an 
application  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  for  the  com¬ 
mingled  storage  of  natural  gas  with  the 
jurisdictional  gas  of  its  affiliate.  New 
England  LNG  Co.,  Inc.;  for  the  ex¬ 
change  of  its  gas  at  Tewksbury,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  for  an  equal  amount  of  its  affili¬ 
ate’s  at  Rocky  Hill,  Connecticut;  for  its 
sale  in  place  at  Rocky  Hill  to  Cape  Cod 
Gas  Co. 

(B)  That  Lowell  Gas  Co.  disclose  all 
transactions  and  ownership  agreements 
with  its  affiliate.  New  England  LNG  Co., 
Inc.,  or  any  other  company  that  may 
possibly  involve  transactions  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce. 

(C)  That  Lowell  Gas  Co.  is  hereby 
required  to  file  with  the  Commission  in 
compliance  with  §  1.9(c)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
within  30  days  a  written  answer  to  para¬ 
graphs  A  and  B  above. 

By  the  Commission. 

I  SEAL  I  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18893  Filed  9-5-73:8:4.5  am] 


{Docket  No.  CP73-1141 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Service  Agreements 

August  27,  1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  17,  1973, 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co. 
(Michigan  Wisconsin)  tendered  for  filing 
sixty- three  (63)  executed  service  agree¬ 
ments  providing  for  increased  service  to 
its  customers  commencing  September  1, 
1973.  The  company  states  that  the  above 
service  was  authorized  by  Commission 
order  Issued  July  25,  1973  in  Docket  No. 
CP73-114.  Also  enclosed  in  the  filing  was 
an  Exhibit  A  to  Michigan  Consolidated 
Gas  Company’s  presently  effective  serv¬ 
ice  agreement  providing  for  the  purchase 
of  release  gas  under  section  7.4  of  Mich¬ 
igan  Wisconsin’s  Rate  Schedule  ACQ-1 
for  the  contract  year  commencing  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1973.  Michigan  Wisconsin 
states  that  copies  of  this  filing  have  been 
served  on  all  customers  and  interested 
state  commissions.  An  effective  date  of 
September  1,  1973,  is  requested. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 


petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  September  12,  1973.  Pro¬ 
tests  will  be  considered  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  must  file  a  petition  to  interv'ene. 
Copies  of  this  application  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.73-18785  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP71-16  et  al.j 

MIDWESTERN  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Order  Amending  Prior  Order 

August  29,  1973. 

By  order  of  July  24,  1973,  the  Com¬ 
mission  accepted  a  settlement  agreement 
proffered  in  this  docket  and  set  proce¬ 
dural  dates  relating  to  an  issue  reserved 
by  the  agreement  for  hearing.  In  order¬ 
ing  paragraphs  (D)  and  (E)  of  the  July 
24  order,  reference  is  made  to  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference.  In  light  of  the  nature  of 
this  proceeding,  a  prehearing  conference 
would  appear  to  be  unnecessary.  The 
date  so  prescribed  shall,  therefore,  be  the 
date  prescribed  for  the  service  of  Mid¬ 
western’s  prepared  testimony  and  ex¬ 
hibits. 

The  Commission  finds 

Good  cause  exists  to  amend  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  of  July  24,  1973,  in  this 
docket  so  as  to  eliminate  the  prehearing 
conference  ordered  therein  and  direct 
that  Midwestern’s  prepared  testimony 
shall  be  served  on  the  date  originally 
reserved  for  the  prehearing  conference. 

The  Commission  orders 

(A)  The  order  of  July  24,  1973,  is 
hereby  amended  to  eliminate  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  ordered  therein  and 
the  date  ordered  for  such  conference 
shall  be  the  date  on  which  Midwestern 
shall  serve  its  prepared  testimony  and 
exhibits. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  tins  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18894  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  0174-122] 

MOBIL  OIL  CORP.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  27, 1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  20,  1973, 
Mobil  Oil  Corp.  (Applicant) ,  Three 
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Greenway  Plaza  East,  Suite  800,  Houston, 
Tex.  77046,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CI74-122 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  sale  for  and  delivery  of 
natiu'al  gas  in  interstate  commerce  to 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  from  the  Aza¬ 
lea  (Atoka  'Devonian)  Field,  Midland 
Coimty,  Tex.,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

AppUcant  states  that  it  has  com¬ 
menced  the  sale  of  gas  within  the  con¬ 
templation  of  §  157.29  of  the  regulations 
imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.29)  and  proposes  to  continue  said 
sale  for  fifteen  months  from  the  end  of 
the  sixty-day  emergency  period  within 
the  contemplation  of  §  2.70  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  policy  and  interpreta¬ 
tions  (18  CFR  2.70).  Applicant  proposes 
to  sell  gas  on  a  best  efforts  basis,  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  1,100  Mcf  per  day,  at  40.0 
cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.l.a.,  subject 
to  upward  and  downw'ard  Btu  adjust¬ 
ment.  Monthly  deliveries  are  estimated 
to  be  34,100  Mcf  of  gas. 

It  appears  reas<mable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petiticwis  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desir¬ 
ing  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest 
with  reference  to  said  application  should 
on  or  before  September  14, 1973,  file  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the  cer¬ 
tificate  is  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for 
leave  to  interv'ene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 
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NEW  ENGLAND  LNG  CO.,  INC. 

Findings  and  Order  Granting  Intervention 

and  Conditionally  Issuing  Certificate  of 

Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  and 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

August  28,  1973. 

On  January  15,  1973,  New  England 
LNG  Co.,  Inc.  (NELNG) ,  requested  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  the  sale  for  resale  of 
approximately  170,000  Mc.f.  vaporous  gas 
equivalent  of  liquefied  natural  gas 
(LNG)  to  Connecticut  Natural  Gas  Cor- 
poratiMi  (CNG  Corp.) .  Notice  of  applica¬ 
tion  was  issued  January  18,  1973,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  23,  1973  (38  FR  2354). 

CNG  Corp.,  has  filed  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  the  subject  docket.  In  the 
event  there  is  a  formal  hearing,  CNG 
Corp.’s  petition  is  in  support  of  the 
application. 

We  determine  that  this  application  is 
appropriate  for  consideration  under  the 
shortened  procedure  set  forth  in  §  1.32 
(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure. 

In  accordance  with  a  letter  of  Intent 
between  NELNG  and  CNG  Corp.,  dated 
June  19,  1972,  NELNG  and  an  affiliate, 
Lowell  Gas  Co,  (Lowell)  stored  certain 
quantities  of  LNG  in  the  CNG  Corp.  fa¬ 
cilities  at  Rocky  Hill,  Connecticut.  For 
this  storage  service  C?NG  Corp,  received 
an  option  to  purchase  from  NEILNG  only 
a  quantity  equivalent  to  one-third  of  the 
quantity  of  LNG  stored  by  Lowell  and 
NELNG  as  of  December  1,  1972,  at  the 
average  cost  of  the  gas  to  NELNG  plus 
transportation.  Such  quantity  purchased 
included  the  boiloff  experienced  by  this 
quantity  prior  to  December  1,  1972.  Any 
LNG  purchased  under  the  option,  if  ex¬ 
ercised  by  C7NG  Corp.,  is  to  be  purchased 
from  NELNG  only.  The  quantity  of  LNG 
available  for  sale  to  CNG  Corp.,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Letter  of  Intent, 
would  be  181,093  Mc.f.  equivalent  based 
on  the  maximum  volume  of  543,279  Mc.f, 
equivalent  in  Rocky  Hill  storage  during 
December  1,  1972. 

In  addition  to  the  above  transaction, 
the  subject  of  this  application,  we  find 
the  following  transaction  to  be  directly 
and  indirectly  involved.  The  gas  which 
NELNG  proposed  to  sell  to  CNG  Corp. 
w’as  reporteffiy  acquired  under  a  service 
agreement  between  it  and  Philadelphia 
Gas  Works  (PGW).  By  this  service 
agreement  NELNG  furnished  PGW  “Na¬ 
tural  Gas’’  which  has  to  be  transported 
to  PGW  by  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corp.  (’TET).  PGW  then  was  to  deliver 
LNG  to  NELNG  within  a  delivery  period 
of  “approximately  between  October  25, 
1972,  and  November  15,  1972’’.  NELNG 
states  in  their  response  to  Staff’s  request 
for  additional  information  that  the  gas  it 
proposes  to  sell  to  CNG  Corp.  was  trans¬ 
ported  into  storage  at  Rocky  Hill  for 
NELNG  “During  the  period  beginning 
October  2,  1972,  and  ending  October  25, 
1972’’.  This  information  on  delivery  pe¬ 
riods  indicates  that  the  gas  in  place  on 
December  1,  1972,  was  not  processed  and 
delivered  in  accordance  with  the  service 
agreement  attached  to  the  application 
as  “Exhibit  H’’  as  stated. 


Actual  acquisition  and  transportation 
of  the  LNG  into  storage  for  the  accoimts 
of  Lowell  and  NEILNG  was  reportedly 
as  follows: 

1.  Lowell  acquired  134,981  Mc.f.  from  Hop- 
klnton  LNO,  Inc.,  and  transported  it  from 
Hopklnton,  Massachusetts,  to  Rocky  Hill, 
Connecticut. 

2.  NKLNO  acquired  408,298  Mc.f.  from 
PGW.  Of  this  amount  only  165,313  Mc.f. 
was  transported  from  Philadelphia  to  Rocky 
Hill,  Connecticut,  and  242,985  Mc.f.  was 
transpOTted  from  Carlstadt,  New  Jersey,  to 
Rocky  HUl,  Connecticut.  The  LNG  trans¬ 
ported  from  Carlstadt  appears  to  have  been 
an  exchange  between  NELNG,  South  Jersey 
Gas  Co.  and  Philadelphia  Electric  Co. 

All  transportation  of  LNG  appears  to 
have  been  accomplished  by  means  of 
over-the-road  cryogenic  vehicles  operat¬ 
ing  under  ICC  tariffs.  This  transporta¬ 
tion  is  not  subject  to  regulation  by  FT*C;  ^ 
however,  it  establishes  the  interstate 
status  of  the  gas  NEILNG  proposes  to  sell. 

CNG  Corp.  stores  LNG  for  NELNG 
pursuant  to  a  letter  agreement  filed  as 
“Exhibit  I’’  of  the  instant  application. 
This  letter  is  an  agreement  between 
NELNG  and  CNG  Corp.  only  and  in 
effect  places  NELNG  in  the  position  of 
acting  as  agent  for  Lowell  insofar  as  the 
storage  of  gas  at  Rocky  Hill  is  concerned. 
This  is  also  indicated  in  the  CNG  Corp. 
letter  to  NELNG,  dated  November  28, 
1972,  and  made  part  of  “Exhibit  I’’, 
wherein  reference  is  made  of  the  agree¬ 
ment  between  the  two  companies.  In  this 
letter  CNG  Corp.  states  “Since  our  rec¬ 
ords  show  only  the  total  quantity  for 
both  Lowell  and  New  England,  it  will  be 
necessary  for  you  to  break  down  the 
quantity  between  those  two  companies’’. 
This  breakdown  is  appiarently  to  be  done 
on  some  method  of  allocation.  This  indi¬ 
cates  complete  commingling  of  the  gas 
in  the  storage  facilities.  CNG  Corp.  has 
not  sought  authorization  from  FPC  for 
the  storage  service  provided  by  reasons 
of  this  Letter  of  Intent. 

On  November  28,  1972,  CNG  Corp. 
notified  NELNG  of  its  election  to  pur¬ 
chase  a  quantity  of  LNG  equivalent  to 
one  third  of  the  quantity  stored  in  the 
Rocky  Hill  facilities  by  Lowell  and 
NELNG  as  of  December  1,  1972.  This 
quantity  would  be  181,093  Mc.f.  as  pre¬ 
viously  discussed.  However,  NELNG  pro¬ 
poses  to  sell  in  place  approximately 
170,000  Mc.f.  which  will  not  fulfill  the 
terms  of  the  agreement  or  option  as  ex¬ 
ercised  in  entirety.  In  addition  to  this 
proposed  sale  to  CNG  Corp.,  NELNG  re¬ 
ports  that  on  December  1,  1972,  173,314 
Mc.f.  was  traded  to  Lowell  for  a  like 
amount  in  storage  in  Tewksbury,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  and  that  Lowell  sold  to  Cape 
Cod  Gas  Co.  (Cape)  306,740  Mc.f.  in 
place  at  Rocky  Hill. 

This  sale  to  Cape  by  Lowell  involved 
the  173,314  Mc.f.  which  was  traded  to 
Lowell  by  NELNG.  The  date  of  the  sale 
as  reported  by  NELNG  was  December  1, 
1972.  This  is  in  conflict  with  Lowell’s 
notice  and  petition  in  Docket  No.  CP73- 
161.  Here  Lowell  stated  that  it  was  con¬ 
currently  making  an  emergency  sale  to 
Cape.  This  would  date  the  sale  as  being 

*  See  Order  Terminating  Proposed  Rule- 
making  Proceeding  In  Docket  No.  R^377. 
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effective  as  of  December  18,  1972,  as  in¬ 
dicated  in  the  verification  of  the  notice 
and  petition.  Lowell  has  not  conformed 
with  the  requirements  (Order  No.  402-A) 
of  notification  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
emergency  or  the  required  filings  within 
10  days  after  the  60-day  limitation  on 
short-term  sales  or  deliveries. 

It  appears  that  the  following  trans¬ 
actions  may  have  been  subject  to  FPC 
jurisdiction: 

1.  NELNG  furnishing  “Natural  Gas”  to 
PGW  as  Implied  In  the  Service  Agreement 
(Exhibit  H). 

2.  The  NELNG  exchanges  of  LNG  with 
South  Jersey  Gas  Co.  and  the  Philadelphia 
Electric  Co. 

3.  The  storage  of  LNG  by  CNG  Corp.,  at 
its  Rocky  Hill,  Connecticut  facilities  for 
NELNG,  Lowell,  and  Cape. 

4.  The  exchange  of  LNG  stored  in  Rocky 
Hill,  Connecticut,  to  Lowell  by  NELNG. 

5.  The  sale  of  LNG  stored  in  Rocky  Hill, 
Connecticut,  to  Cape  by  Lowell. 

6.  The  proposed  sale  of  LNG  stored  in 
Rocky  Hill,  Connecticut,  to  CNG  Corp.,  by 
NELNG. 

and  that  all  of  the  companies  involved  in 
the  transactions  discussed  herein  may 
have,  because  of  the  nature  of  the  trans¬ 
actions  and  the  absence  of  State  jinisdic- 
tion  in  such  transactions,  relinquished 
exemption  from  FPC  jurisdiction  under 
section  1(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and 
that  CNG  Corp.,  may  have  relinquished 
its  exemption  by  storage  of  gas  involved 
in  interstate  gas  sales  without  FPC  ap¬ 
proval. 

In  the  above  analysis,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  interpreted  the  order  terminat¬ 
ing  the  proposed  rulemaking  in  Docket 
No.  R-377  such  that,  although  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  disclaimed  jurisdiction  of 
over-the-road  transportation  of  LNG 
and  other  nonpipeline  modes  of  trans¬ 
portation  of  LNG  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  it  nevertheless  has  retained  ju¬ 
risdiction  of  the  sale  of  LNG  in  interstate 
commerce  regardless  of  the  mode  of 
transportation. 

The  Commission  finds 

(1)  It  is  in  the  public  interest  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  application  in  Docket  No. 
C7P73-185  under  the  shortened  procedure 
prescribed  by  §  1.32(b)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

(2)  Applicant,  New  England  LNG 
Company,  Inc.,  a  corporation  having  its 
principle  place  of  business  in  Lowell, 
Massachusetts,  at  the  commencement 
of  the  service  authorized  herein,  will  be 
a  “natural  gas  company’’  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(3)  The  service  hereinbefore  described 
as  more  fully  described  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  in  this  proceeding,  will  involve  the 
sale  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  and  the  sale  thereof  are 
subject  to  the  requirements  of  subsection 
c  of  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(4)  Applicant  is  able  and  willing  prop¬ 
erly  to  do  the  acts,  perform  the  service 
proposed,  and  to  conform  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
requirements,  rules,  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission  thereunder. 


(5)  The  transportation  and  sale  of 
natural  gas  enabling  applicant  to  render 
the  proposed  LNG  service  are  required 
by  the  public  convenience  and  necessity, 
and  a  certificate  should  be  issued  as 
hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

(6)  The  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  require  that  the  certificate  issued 
and  the  rights  granted  hereunder  be  con¬ 
ditioned  upon  the  applicant’s  compliance 
with  all  applicable  Commission  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
particularly  the  general  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  set  forth  in  paragraphs  (a) ,  (c) 
(3),  (e),  and  (f)  of  S  157.20  of  the  regu¬ 
lations. 

(7)  It  is  desirable  to  allow  the  above- 
named  petitioner  to  become  an  inter¬ 
vener  in  this  proceeding  in  order  that 
they  may  establish  the  facts  and  law 
from  which  the  nature  and  validity  of 
their  alleged  rights  and  interests  may  be 
determined  and  show  what  further  ac¬ 
tion  may  be  appropriate  imder  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  in  the  administration  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(8)  That  good  cause  exists  for,  and 
the  public  interest  in  administering  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  demands  that  the  cer¬ 
tificate  be  conditioned  on  New  England 
LNG  Co.,  Inc.,  giving  further  informa¬ 
tion  to  show  why  it  should  not  be  re¬ 
quired  to  file  an  application  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  for  the  above  set  forth  additional 
transactions. 

The  Commission  orders 

(A)  A  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  is  issued  to  applicant,  New 
England  LNG  Co.,  Inc.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  and  sale  and  proposed 
LNG  service  as  hereinbefore  described, 
all  as  more  fully  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication,  as  supplemented,  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  upon  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  paragraphs  B  through  G  of  this  order. 

(B)  Applicant  shall  file  a  tariff  sheet 
acceptable  to  the  Commission  for  its  pro¬ 
posed  LNG  service,  substantially  as 
showm  in  its  supplemental  application, 
and  pursuant  to  parts  154  and  155  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations. 

(C)  That  the  certificate  be  conditioned 
on  NELNG  furnishing  information  to 
show  why  furnishing  natural  gas  to  PGW 
in  exchange  for  LNG  as  implied  in  the 
Service  Agreement  (Exhibit  H)  should 
not  be  subject  to  this  Commission’s  jur¬ 
isdiction  under  section  Kb)  of  the  Na¬ 
tural  Gas  Act  and  why  NELNG  should 
not  be  required  to  apply  for  and  obtain  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  imder  sections  7(c)  and  7(e) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(D)  That  the  certificate  be  conditioned 
on  NELNG  furnishing  information  to 
show  why  gas  of  South  Jersey  Gas  Co. 
and  Philadelphia  Electric  transported 
from  Carlstaclt  should  not  be  subject  to 
this  Commission’s  jurisdiction  under  sec¬ 
tion  Kb)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
why  NELNG  should  not  be  required  to 
apply  for  and  obtain  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  under  sec¬ 
tions  7(c)  and  7(e)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act. 


(E)  That  the  certificate  be  conditioned 
on  NELNG  furnishing  information  to 
show  why  the  storage  of  LNG  by  CNG 
Corp.  at  its  Rocky  Hill  facilities  for 
NELNG  should  not  be  subject  to  this 
Conunission’s  jurisdiction  under  section 
Kb)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  why 
NELNG  should  not  be  required  to  apply 
for  and  obtain  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  under  sections 
7(c)  and  7(e)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(F)  That  the  certificate  be  conditioned 
on  NELNG  furnishing  information  to 
show  why  the  sale  of  LNG  stored  in 
Rocky  Hill  to  Cape  should  not  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  this  Commission’s  jurisdiction 
under  section  Kb)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  why  NELNG  should  not  be  re¬ 
quired  to  apply  for  and  obtain  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
under  sections  7(c)  and  7(e)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(G)  That  the  certificate  be  condi¬ 
tioned  on  NELNG  furnishing  informa¬ 
tion  to  show  why  the  exchange  with 
Lowell  of  gas  in  Rocky  Hill  for  gas  in 
Tewksbury,  Massachusetts,  should  not  be 
subject  to  this  Commission’s  jurisdic¬ 
tion  under  section  Kb)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  why  NELNG  should  not  be 
required  to  apply  for  and  obtain  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  imder  sections  7(c)  and  7(e)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(H)  The  above-named  petitioner  is 
hereby  permitted  to  become  an  inter- 
venor  in  this  proceeding  subject  to  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  Commission ; 
Provided,  however;  That  the  participa¬ 
tion  of  such  intervenor  shall  be  limited  to 
matters  affecting  asserted  rights  and  in¬ 
terests  specifically  set  forth  in  the  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene:  and  Provided,  further; 
That  the  admission  of  such  intervenor 
shall  not  be  construed  as  recognition  by 
the  Commission  that  they  or  any  of  them 
might  be  aggrieved  by  any  order  or  or¬ 
ders  entered  in  these  pr(x;eedings. 

By  the  Commission. 

(seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc. 73- 18904  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


NORTHERN  MICHIGAN  EXPLORATION  CO. 

ET  AL 

Order  Remanding  Proceedings  to  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 

August  27, 1973. 

In  the  matter  of  Northern  Michigan 
Exploration  Co.,  Docket  No.  CI72-301 
and  CI72-770,  Michigan  Gas  Storage  Co., 
Docket  No.  CP72-112,  Trunkline  Gas  Co., 
Docket  No.  CP72-128,  and  Corbin  J.  Rob¬ 
ertson,  et  al..  Docket  No.  CI73-495. 

In  a  supplemental  decision  issued  in 
these  proceedings  on  August  3,  1973,  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  certificates  applied  for 
should  be  granted.  In  so  concluding,  he 
approved  the  proposed  sale  of  the  nat¬ 
ural  gas  in  question  at  a  base  price  of 
46 .4(*  per  Mc.f.  TTie  transaction  concerns 
the  sale  in  Louisiana  of  natural  gas  by 
Corbin  J.  Robertson,  et  al.,  to  the 
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Northern  Michigan  Exploration  Co. 
(NOMECO),  and  the  subsequent  sale  of 
such  gas  by  NOMECO  to  its  parent,  the 
Consumers  Power  Co.,  of  Michigan. 

The  Supplemental  Decision  does  not 
reflect  two  filings  which  significantly 
affect  the  base  price.  On  July  27,  1973, 
the  Michigan  Gas  Storage  Co.,  which 
would  participate  in  the  transportation 
of  the  gas,  and  NOMECO  filed  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  reop>en  the  record  to  receive  evi¬ 
dence  concerning  contract  amendments 
of  July  24,  1973,  that  would  increase  the 
base  price  from  46.4(?  to  62.2d  per  Mc.f. 
On  July  30,  1973,  Corbin  J.  Robertson, 
et  al.,  filed  an  amended  application  for 
sales  at  62.2(?  per  Mc.f.  Notice  of  the  lat¬ 
ter  filing  was  given  on  August  9,  1973, 
with  responses  due  by  August  31. 

The  foregoing  filings  have  been  fol¬ 
lowed  by  three  motions  and  certain  re¬ 
sponses  to  them.  NOMECO  and  the 
Michigan  Gas  Storage  Co.  moved  on  Au¬ 
gust  10  for  an  expedited  schedule  for  the 
filing  of  exceptions  to  the  August  3  deci¬ 
sion,  on  the  principal  ground  that  the 
contracts  carrying  the  62.2^  price  will 
expire  on  October  23,  1973.  An  inter- 
venor,  the  Central  Illinois  Light  Co., 
moved  on  August  14  for  an  extension 
of  time,  on  the  ground  that  exceptions  to 
the  August  3  decision  would  not  be  mean¬ 
ingful  in  light  of  the  price  rise,  and  on 
the  further  ground  that  the  Commission 
should  first  resolve  the  procedural  ques¬ 
tions  that  have  arisen.  On  the  basis  of 
similar  reasoning,  the  Staff  on  August  16 
also  moved  for  a  postponement  of  the 
briefing  schedule. 

It  seems  to  us  essential  that  these 
proceedings  again  be  remanded  to  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge,  so 
that  the  record  may  be  reopened  for  the 
receipt  of  evidence  concerning  the  new 
price  of  the  gas.  It  would  be  unrealistic 
for  us  to  undertake  to  decide  this  case 
in  the  absence  of  record  evidence  on  this 
central  issue.  And  because  price  is  a  cen¬ 
tral  issue,  we  also  believe  that  a  further 
Supplemental  Decision  by  the  Presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge  is  necessary. 
In  its  absence,  it  seems  to  us  that  the 
parties  would  be  hard  put  to  know  to  what 
they  are  excepting. 

We  are,  however,  mindful  of  the  con¬ 
tract  deadline  of  October  23,  1973.  It  is 
our  hope  and  current  expectation  that  we 
will  be  able  to  decide  this  case  by  that 
date.  We  believe  that  we  can  do  so,  and 
that  in  the  process  the  need  for  a  full 
record  can  be  met  and  the  interests  of  the 
parties  can  be  reasonably  accommodated. 
To  meet  these  objectives,  we  shall  remand 
the  case  forthwith,  and  we  will  ask  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge  to 
arrange  a  further  public  hearing  at  the 
earliest  feasible  date.  While  we  would 
prefer  to  give  the  Administrative  Law 
Judge  wide  discretion  in  the  fixing  of  pro¬ 
cedural  dates,  we  believe  that  we  must, 
given  the  peculiar  circumstances  that 
exist  here,  prescribe  deadlines.  We  shall, 
thus,  ask  that  the  hearing  be  scheduled 
so  that  a  Supplemental  Decision  can  be 
issued  no  later  than  September  14,  and  so 
that  briefs  on  exceptions  and  briefs  op¬ 
posing  exceptions  will  be  filed  as  soon 


thereafter  as  possible,  but  in  no  event 
later  than  September  24  and  October  5, 
respectively. 

The  Commission  further  finds 

(1)  Further  hearings  in  these  proceed¬ 
ings  would  be  in  the  public  interest,  in 
light  of  the  filing  on  July  27,  1973,  by 
the  Northern  Michigan  Exploration  Co. 
and  the  Michigan  Gas  Storage  Co.  of 
their  petition  for  limited  reopening,  and 
the  amended  contracts  attached  thereto, 
and  in  light  of  the  filing  on  July  30, 1973, 
by  Corbin  J.  Robertson,  et  al.,  of  its 
amended  application. 

(2)  The  filing  of  exceptions  and  briefs 
opposing  exceptions  to  the  Supplemental 
Decision  of  August  3, 1973,  should  be  post¬ 
poned  until  a  further  Supplemental 
Decision  has  been  issued. 

The  Commission  orders 

(A)  These  proceedings  are  hereby  re¬ 
manded  to  the  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge,  and  further  public  hearings 
shall  be  held  before  him  at  such  place  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  commencing  on 
such  early  date,  as  he  may  in  his  discre¬ 
tion  provide.  At  such  public  hearings, 
evidence  may  be  introduced  concerning 
the  price  issue  raised  by  the  ptetition  and 
its  attachments  filed  by  the  Northern 
Michigan  Exploration  Co.  and  the  Mich¬ 
igan  Gas  Storage  Co.  on  July  27,  1973, 
and  the  amended  application  filed  by 
Corbin  J.  Robertson,  et  al.,  on  July  30, 
1973.  Upon  the  conclusion  of  such  hear¬ 
ings,  but  no  later  than  September  14, 
1973,  the  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  shall  issue  a  Supplemental  Deci¬ 
sion.  All  parties  will  be  entitled  to  file 
exceptions  and  replies  thereto,  as  well  as 
to  the  Supplemental  Decision  of  Au¬ 
gust  3,  1973,  in  accordance  with  a  sched¬ 
ule  to  be  fixed  by  the  Presiding  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge,  but  exceptions  shall 
be  required  by  him  to  be  filed  no  later 
than  September  24,  1973,  and  briefs  op¬ 
posing  exceptions  shall  be  required  to  be 
filed  no  later  than  October  5,  1973. 

(B)  All  interested  persons  desiring  to 
be  heard  in  these  remanded  proceedings 
who  are  not  already  parties  may  file  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  7,  1973. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.73-18786  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Project  No.  108) 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Further  Extension  of  Time 
August  29,  1973. 

On  June  6,  1973,  a  notice  was  issued 
postponing  the  procedural  dates  and  fix¬ 
ing  September  5,  1973,  as  the  date  for 
hearing  in  the  above-designated  matter. 
The  September  5, 1973,  date  is  in  cmifiict 
with  the  calendar  of  the  Office  of  Admin¬ 
istrative  Law  Judges. 

Upon  cmisideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  hearing  is  postponed  to 
September  13, 1973,  at  10  a.m.,  e.d.t.  in  a 
hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 


mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. . 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.73-18895  Plied  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP73-481 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rates  and 
Charges 

August  30,  1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  15,  1973, 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Northern) 
tendered  for  filing  revisions  in  its  FPC 
Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  4,  con¬ 
sisting  of  Original  Sheet  No.  3a,  First 
Revised  Sheet  Nos.  4,  5,  and  7  and  Second 
Revised  Sheet  No.  1. 

Northern  states  that  the  changes  are 
made  pursuant  to  the  purchased  gas  ad¬ 
justment  clause  (PGA)  contained  in  its 
tariff,  as  approved  by  the  Commission  in 
this  docket  on  March  27,  1973.  Northern 
asserts  that  its  proposed  increase  of  6.230 
per  Mc.f.  is  necessitated  by  an  increase 
of  the  price  of  the  gas  it  purchases  from 
Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.  (Colorado). 
According  to  Northern,  this  proposal  will 
increase  revenues  from  jurisdictional 
customers  by  $53,788.  In  the  event  that 
Northern  receives  refunds  from  Colorado 
as  a  result  of  final  Commission  action  in 
this  docket,  it  states  that  such  refunds 
will  be  flowed  through  to  its  customers. 
An  effective  date  of  October  1,  1973,  is 
requested. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  15,  1973.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.73-18896  Piled  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-7705] 

OHIO  EDISON  CO. 

Order  Approving  Rate  Settlement 

August  29,  1973. 

This  proceeding  involves  revised  rate 
schedules  filed  by  Ohio  Edison  Co.  (Ed¬ 
ison)  on  January  27,  1972,  which  con¬ 
tain  proposed  increased  rates  and 
charges  of  approximately  $1,140,995  (18.5 
percent)  annually,  based  upon  sales  for 
the  twelve  month  period  ended  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1970.  The  revised  schedules  also 
include  proposed  tariff  changes,  includ- 
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Ing  a  new  fuel  adjustment  clause,  new 
load-shedding  provisions,  and  the  dele¬ 
tion  of  provisions  relating  to  rendering 
service  in  certain  areas  by  Edison  and 
its  municipal  customers.  Twenty  Ohio 
municipal  customers  jointly  petitioned 
for  and  were  granted  leave  to  intervene.' 
By  order  Issued  March  31, 1972,  the  Com¬ 
mission  provided  for  hearing  and  sus¬ 
pended  the  filing  until  September  1, 

1972,  at  which  time  it  became  effective 
subject  to  refund. 

In  hearing  held  on  November  10,  1972, 
Edison’s  prepared  testimony  and  ex¬ 
hibits  and  its  rate  filing  of  January  27 
were  received  in  evidence.  The  direct 
cases  of  the  municipal  interveners  and 
the  Commission  Staff,  together  with  Ed¬ 
ison’s  rebuttal  case  were  received  in  evi¬ 
dence.  Thereafter,  the  parties  entered 
into  negotiations  which  resulted  in  a 
settlement  of  all  issues  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  A  Settlement  Agreement  and  a  mo¬ 
tion  for  approval  thereof  were  filed  on 
February  12,  1973,  jointly  by  Edison  and 
the  Municipal  Interveners.  ’The  Presid¬ 
ing  Adminstrative  Law  Judge,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1973,  certified  the  joint  motion 
and  Agreement  to  the  Commission.  Pub- 
lice  notice  of  the  filing  and  certification 
of  the  Agreement  was  issued  on  March  2, 

1973,  and  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  March  9,  1973  (38  FR  6435). 
No  comments  or  protests  have  been 
received. 

The  proposed  Settlement  Agreement 
is  summarized  as  follows: 

(1)  Edison  wUl  file  with  the  Commission 
new  rate  schedules  applicable  to  Municipal 
Resale  Service — Primary  Voltage,  and  Mu¬ 
nicipal  Resale  Service — Transmission  Volt¬ 
age  (Exhibit  A  to  Agreement),  to  become 
effective  upon  approval  by  the  Commission. 
These  rate  schedules  are  estimated  to  yield 
revenues  of  $6,904,400,  annually  as  shown 
in  the  settlement  cost  of  service  reflected 
In  the  Agreement  (Exhibit  B)  and  in  the 
Appendix  A  hereto.  Edison  will  make  refunds 
to  Its  customers  to  reflect  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  amounts  collected  under  the  rates 
filed  on  January  27,  1972,  and  the  settle¬ 
ment  rates,  for  the  period  commencing  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1972,  until  the  settlement  rates 
become  effective,  with  Interest  at  7  percent 
per  annum. 

(2)  The  proposed  load-shedding  provi¬ 
sions  contained  in  the  January  27,  1972,  rate 
filing  will  be  deleted  and  the  parties  agree 
to  undertake  a  Joint  study  to  arrive  at  a 
load-shedding  program  which  will  be  In¬ 
corporated  in  amendments  to  individual 
power  supply  contracts  as  filed  In  the  future. 

(3)  The  parties  agree  to  undertake  a  Joint 
study  and  effort  for  the  purpose  of  re¬ 
aligning  their  long-term  power  supply  re¬ 
lationships,  Involving  studies  of  the 
feasibility  of  Joint  ownership  or  other  con¬ 
tractual  agreements,  relating  to  generating 
capacity. 

As  shown  in  the  Agreement  (Exhibit 
B) ,  and  as  set  forth  in  Appendix  hereto. 


'  The  20  Ohio  municipal  Interveners  are : 
Cities  of  Amherst,  Cuyahoga  Falls,  Gallon, 
Hubbard,  Niles,  Oberlln,  Wadsworth;  and 
Villages  of  Beach  City,  Brewster,  Columbi¬ 
ana,  Grafton,  Hudson,  Lodi,  Lucas,  Milan, 
Monroeville,  Prospect,  Seville,  South  Vienna, 
Wellington. 


the  proposed  settlement  rates  are  based 
upon  a  cost  of  service  for  wholesale, 
jurisdictional  customers  in  the  amount 
of  $6,904,400,  representing  an  annual 
increase  of  $742,100  compared  with  the 
proposed  increase  of  $1,140,995  men¬ 
tioned  above,  based  upon  sales  for  the 
12  months  ended  December  31,  1970, 
over  and  above  the  rates  in  effect  prior 
to  September  1,  1972.  The  overall  rate 
of  return  of  7.75  percent  refiected  In 
the  cost  of  service  is  based  upon  the 
company’s  capitalization  and  cost  of 
capital  as  of  December  31, 1971,  adjusted, 
including  an  allowance  of  11.79  percent 
for  common  equity  as  shown  in  Appen¬ 
dix  A  hereto.  We  find  this  rate  of  return 
to  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Based  upon  our  review  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agreement,  all  the  evidence 
and  the  positions  of  the  parties  as  stated 
on  the  record,  as  certified  to  us  by  the 
Presiding  Judge,  we  conclude  that  the 
proposed  settlement  of  all  issues  herein 
provides  a  reasonable  and  approprate 
resolution  of  the  issues  herein  and  that 
the  public  interest  would  be  served  by 
our  approval  of  the  settlement. 

The  Commission  finds 

The  settlement  of  this  proceeding  upon 
the  basis  of  the  Settlement  Agreement 
certified  to  the  Commission  by  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Administrative  Law  Judge  is  rea¬ 
sonable  and  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  and  should  be 
approved  and  made  effective  as  herein¬ 
after  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders 

(A)  ’The  Settlement  Agreement,  as 
described  herein,  is  approved  and  made 
effective  for  the  period  commencing 
September  1,  1972,  subject  to  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  this  order. 

(B)  Edison  shall  fully  comply  with 
each  of  the  provisions  of  the  Settlement 


(Docket  No.  E-7777) 

PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Notice  of  Further  Extension  of  Time  and 
Postponement  of  Prehearing  Conference 
and  Hearing 

August  24,  1973. 

On  August  13,  1973,  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Co.  filed  a  response  to  Motion  of 
Commission  Staff  Counsel  for  extension 
of  the  service  dates.  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Co.  was  unaware  of  a  conflicting 
commitment  when  contacted  by  the  Staff 
regarding  the  proposed  extension.  ’The 


Agreement  and  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  this  order. 

(C)  Prior  to  Edison’s  effectuating  any 
change  in  rates  and  charges  pursuant  to 
the  Tax  Adjustment  provisions  of  its 
new  rate  schedules,  described  above, 
Edison  shall  submit  appropriate  data  and 
computations  showing  the  basis  for  such 
proposed  change  in  rates,  pursuant  to 
the  notice  and  other  requirements  of 
Part  35  of  the  Commission’s  regulations 
Under  the  Federal  Power  Act. 

(D)  This  order  is  without  prejudice 
to  any  findings  or  orders  which  have 
been  made,  or  may  hereafter  be  made, 
by  the  Commission,  and  is  without  prej¬ 
udice  to  any  claims  or  contentions  which 
may  be  made  by  the  Commission,  its 
Staff,  Ohio  Edison  Co.,  or  any  other  party 
or  person  affected  by  this  order,  in  any 
proceeding  now  pending  or  hereafter  in¬ 
stituted  by  or  against  Ohio  Edison  Com¬ 
pany  or  any  other  person  or  party. 

(E)  ’The  Commission  Secretary  shall 
cause  prompt  publication  of  this  order  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(F)  Edison  shall  file  rates  reflecting 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  order 
within  30  days  of  issuance  of  this  order 
and  upon  compliance  therewith  this 
docket  will  be  terminated. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Ohio  Edison  Company 

Wholesale  fob  Resale  Service  to 
Municipalities 

SETTLEMENT  COST  OF  SERVICE 

Test  Year  Ended  12/31/70,  Adjusted 


Rate  Base . - . $21,741,800 

Total  Operating  Expenses -  4, 597, 700 

Total  Income  Taxes _  621, 700 

Return  at  7.75%** -  1,685,000 

Total  Revenue  Requirements —  6, 904, 400 


motion  states  that  no  party  has  any  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  proposed  schedule. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  are  fur¬ 
ther  modified  as  follows: 

Prehearing  Conference,  September  25,  1973 
(10:00  a.m.,  e.d.t.) . 

Intervenors’  l^rvlce  Date,  October  2,  1973. 
Company  Rebuttal  Date,  October  16,  1973. 
Hearing,  October  24,  1973  (10:00  a.m.,  e.d.t.), 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.73-18787  Plied  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


Ohio  Edison  Co.,  Capitalization  and  Rate  of  Return,  Pec.  31,  IWl,  Adjusted 


LoDR-tprin  debt . 

Preferred  stock . 

Common  etjuity . 

Deferred  taxes  acc/aniort. 

Total . . 


Capital 

amounts 


$627,642 
100,000 
346, 101 
14,830 


087, 630 


Perceiitace 


Capital 

ratios 

Cost 

factors 

Weitthted 

totals 

63. 42 

6.78 

3.09 

10. 13 

6.38 

.54 

34. 06 

11.79 

4.12 

1.50 . . 

100.00  . 

7.75 

|FR  Doc.73-18906  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  CP74— 44J 

PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPEUNE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  29,  1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  17,  1973, 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Appli¬ 
cant),  P.O.  Box  1642,  Houston,  Texas 
77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP74-44  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  157.7(g)  of  the 
regulations  thereunder  (18  CTR  157.7 
(g) )  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction  and  for  permission  and  ap¬ 
proval  for  the  abandonment,  for  a  12- 
month  period  commencing  on  the  date 
of  authorization,  and  operation  of  field 
gas  compression  and  related  metering 
and  appurtenant  facilities,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  pubUc  inspection. 

The  purpose  of  this  budget-type  appli¬ 
cation  is  to  augment  Applicant’s  ability 
to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch  in  the 
construction  and  abandonment  of  facil¬ 
ities  which  will  not  result  in  changing 
Applicant’s  system  salable  capacity  or 
service  from  that  authorized  prior  to  the 
filing  of  the  instant  application. 

Applicant  states  that  the  total  cost  of 
the  proposed  construction  and  abandon¬ 
ment  will  not  exceed  $3,000,000  and  the 
cost  for  any  single  project  will  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $500,000.  ’These  costs  will  be  fi¬ 
nanced  from  funds  available  from  com¬ 
pany  operations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1973,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C, 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
n8  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  §S  7  and  15  of 
the  Natural  CJas  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this  ap¬ 
plication  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certifi¬ 
cate  is  required  by  the  pubhc  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  wrlll  be 


unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.73-18901  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 

(Docket  No.  C173-723.  etc.) 

PETROLEUM  CORPORATION  OF 
DELAWARE  ET  AL 

Notice  of  Postponement  of  Hearing 
August  24,  1973. 

On  August  22,  1973,  The  Petroleum 
Coiporation  of  Delaware,  et  al.,  requested 
a  postponement  of  the  hearing  scheduled 
by  notice  issued  July  30,  1973,  from 
August  27  to  August  30, 1973.  The  request 
states  that  all  parties  support  the  request 
and  Staff  counsel  does  not  object.  How¬ 
ever,  August  27  conflicts  with  the  sched¬ 
ule  of  the  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  tiiat  the  hearing  in  the  above  mat¬ 
ter  is  postponed  to  September  5,  1973,  at 
10:00  a.m.  in  a  hearing  room  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.73-18788  FUed  9-5-73:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  R-433] 

RESERVES  DEDICATION  IN  THE  TEXAS 
GULF  COAST  AND  SOUTHERN  LOUISI¬ 
ANA  AREAS 

Order  Denying  Rehearing 

August  29,  1973. 

Associated  Gas  Distributors  (AGD)  on 
July  20,  1973,  filed  an  application  for  re¬ 
hearing  of  the  Commission’s  order  is¬ 
sued  June  21,  1973,  in  the  above -entitled 
proceeding  denying  AGD’s  motion  to 
make  the  submittal  by  pipelines  of 
reserves  dedication  reports  in  the  Texas 
Gulf  Coast  and  Southern  Louisiana 
Areas  mandatory,  in  lieu  of  voluntary  as 
now  provided  in  Order  No.  459  issued 
November  10,  1972,  in  Docket  No.  433.‘ 
AGD  requests  clarification  as  to 
whether  the  omission  of  Docket  No.  R- 
389-B  from  the  caption  of  our  June  21 
order  w’as  an  oversight.  It  was  not.  While 
the  reasons  given  in  support  of  its  mo¬ 
tion  included,  inter  alia,  reference  to  the 
pending  proceeding  in  Docket  No.  R- 
389-B,  the  relief  requested  related  di¬ 
rectly  to  the  action  taken  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Order  No.  459  (Docket  No. 
R-433).  It  was  for  this  reason  that  the 
caption  referred  only  to  the  rulemaking 
proceeding  in  Docket  No.  Rr-433. 

AGD  states  that  the  purpose  of  its  mo¬ 
tion  was  to  provide  additional  informa¬ 
tion  on  “productivity”  for  piUT>oses  of 
computing  new  gas  costs  in  Docket  No. 
R-389-B,  the  rulemaking  proceeding 
initiated  to  determine  the  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable  rate  nationally  for  sales  from 
wells  commenced  on  or  after  January  1, 


*  Rehearing  of  the  June  21  order  was 
granted  for  purposes  of  further  considera¬ 
tion  by  order  issued  August  6,  1973. 


1973.  The  collection  of  such  data  would 
place  a  considerable  additional  burden 
on  producers,  pipelines,  and  our  staff. 
There  is  also  a  serious  question  as  to 
the  usefulness  of  the  requested  data  in 
view  of  the  lack  of  comparability  between 
such  data  and  the  reserve  estimates  of 
the  American  Gas  Association  (AGD) 
which  have  been  used  in  previous  pro¬ 
ducer  rate  cases.*  Finally,  while  the  Form 
15  data  for  1972  will  not  be  filed  until 
December  31,  1973,  as  AGD  notes,  it 
would  take  the  pipeUnes  at  least  90  days, 
perhaps  longer  in  some  instances,  to 
complete  the  reports  requested  by  AGD, 
and  staff  review  thereof  would  take 
another  60  days.*  Consequently,  the 
granting  of  AGD’s  motion  would  also  in¬ 
volve  a  delay  in  the  issuance  of  a  final 
order  in  Docket  No.  R-389-B. 

AGD  also  points  out  that  Form  15  data 
will  include  only  proved  reserves  and 
suggests  that  such  data  is  not  the  most 
reliable  source  of  gas  reserve  informa¬ 
tion  in  the  light  of  major  downward  re¬ 
visions  in  Form  15  estimates  in  recent 
years.  This  simply  shows  that  the  Form 
15  estimates  have  been  on  the  high  side. 
It  also  points  up  another  difiBculty  with 
the  use  of  the  “proved  and  probable” 
reserves  reported  in  Order  No.  459  in 
determining  costs  in  Docket  No.  R-389-B. 
“Probable”  reserves  by  definition  are 
more  speculative  than  “proved”  reserves. 
Accordingly,  if  “proved”  reserve  esti¬ 
mates  are  subject  to  major  revision,  then 
“probable”  reserve  estimates  would  be 
subject  to  even  greater  revision  and  thus 
less  useful. 

The  application  for  rehearing  by  AGD 
presents  no  new  facts  or  principles  of 
law  which  were  not  fully  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  its  June  21  order,  or 
which  having  now  been  considered,  war¬ 
rant  any  modification  of  that  order. 

The  Commission  orders 

The  application  for  rehearing  filed  by 
AGD  on  July  20, 1973,  is  denied. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18880  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  hm] 


(Docket  No.  CI73-8701 

RYDER  SCOTT  MANAGEMENT  CO.,  INC. 
ET  AL 

Notice  Canceling  Hearing 

August  28,  1973. 

By  order  issued  on  July  31,  1973,  the 
above-designated  matter  was  set  for 


•While  AGD  states  that  the  AGA  reserve 
estimates  for  1971  do  not  Include  gas  dis¬ 
covered  on  leases  sold  in  the  December  1970 
Federal  lease  scde.  It  overlooks  the  fact  that 
the  1972  AGA  report  of  reserve  additions  does 
not  exclude  the  December  1970  lease  results 
and  for  1972  productivity  dropped  to  286 
Mc.f./ft.  Opinion  No.  669-A,  mlmeo  pp.  6-7. 

»  While  AGD  might  be  willing  to  use  the 
reports  prior  to  the  completion  of  staff  re¬ 
view,  producers  presumably  would  insist 
upon  staff  clearance  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
staff  review  may  Involve  the  disallowance 
of  some  of  the  claimed  reserves. 
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hearing  to  commence  on  August  29, 1973. 
On  August  10, 1973,  Ryder  Scott  Manage¬ 
ment  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al.,  filed  a  motion  to 
dismiss  its  application  for  a  limited  term 
certificate. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  hearing  in  the  above-des¬ 
ignated  matter  is  cancelled. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18897  FUed  9-5-73:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  E-8052] 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  ELECTRIC  AND  GAS 
CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Settlement  Agreement 
August  27,  1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  17,  1973, 
South  Carolina  Electric  and  Gas  Co. 
(South  Carolina)  filed  in  the  above-ref¬ 
erenced  docket  a  Settlement  Agreement 
(Agreement)  dated  May  17, 1973.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  South  Carolina’s  transmittal  let¬ 
ter,  the  Agreement  is  between  South 
Carolina  and  the  Saluda  River  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc.,  on  behalf  of  its  mem¬ 
ber  cooperatives.' 

South  Carolina  states  that  under  the 
terms  of  the  Agreement,  the  Company’s 
proposed  increased  rates  were  not  to  be¬ 
come  effective  as  to  those  customers  until 
June  15,  1973.  South  Carolina  further 
states  that  since  this  date  fell  during  the 
past  price  freeze.  South  Carolina  did  not 
begin  billing  these  customers  at  the 
higher  rate  until  August  13,  1973. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  comments 
or  protests  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8,  1.10).  All  such  comments  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  September  19, 
1973.  Protests  and  comments  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18789  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 
[Docket  No.  E-8052 1 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  ELECTRIC  &  GAS  CO. 
Notice  of  an  Extension  of  Time  and  Post¬ 
ponement  of  the  Prehearing  Conference 

and  Hearing 

August  29,  1973. 

On  August  24,  1973,  The  City  of  Or¬ 
angeburg,  South  Carolina,  and  South 
Carolina  Electric  &  Gas  Co.  filed  a  mo¬ 
tion  for  a  revision  of  the  procedural 
dates  fixed  by  the  order  issu^  May  15, 
1973,  in  the  above-designated  matter. 
The  motion  states  that  Staff  Counsel  has 
no  objection  to  the  proposed  changes. 


^  Little  River  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc., 
Broad  River  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  and 
Berkeley  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 


Upon  consideration,  notice  Is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  are  mod¬ 
ified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Testimony  and  Exhibits  by  Inter- 
venors,  October  17,  1973, 

Service  of  Rebuttal  Evidence  by  S.C.E.  &  G., 
October  31,  1973. 

Cross-Examination,  November  7,  1973  (10 
a.m.,  e.s.t.) . 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18902  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8052 1 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  ELECTRIC  &  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Termination  of  FPC  Rate 
Schedules 

August  27, 1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  16,  1973, 
South  Carolina  Electric  and  Gas  Co. 
(South  Carolina)  in  purported  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  order  issued 
in  this  docket  on  May  15,  1973,  filed  no¬ 
tices  of  termination  of  the  following  FPC 
Rate  Schedules:  No.  20,  No.  23,  and  No. 
24.  Customers  served  under  the  subject 
rate  schedules  are  Palmetto  Electric  Co¬ 
operative,  Inc.,  and  Berkeley  Electric 
Cooi>erative,  Inc.  South  Carolina  lists  the 
termination  date  of  all  of  the  contracts 
as  September  30,  1973. 

South  Carolina  states  that  notices  of 
termination  have  been  served  on  the  af¬ 
fected  customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  12,  1973.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  co  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18790  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Project  No.  2730] 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  EDISON  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Preliminary  Per¬ 
mit  for  Unconstructed  Project  and  Pe¬ 
tition  Disclaiming  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  Jurisdiction 

August  29,  1973. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791a-825r)  by 
Southern  California  Edison  Co.  (Cor¬ 
respondence  to:  Mr.  R.  E.  Woodbury, 
Vice  President  and  General  Coimsel, 
Southern  California  Edison  Co.,  2244 


Walnut  Grove  Avenue,  Rosemead,  Cali¬ 
fornia  91770)  for  a  preliminary  permit 
for  proposed  Project  No.  2730,  to  be 
known  as  Black  Star  Project,  located  in 
Orange  County,  California,  near  the 
cities  of  Orange,  Santa  Ana,  Anaheim, 
and  Fullerton. 

The  proposed  Black  Star  Project  would 
include  an  upper  reservoir  in  Black  Star 
Canyon  with  a  storage  capacity  of  19,200 
acre-feet  at  a  maximum  elevation  of 
2,125  feet.  The  upper  reservoir  would  be 
formed  by  an  earthfill  dam  246  feet  high 
and  1,720  feet  long,  with  an  ungated  spill¬ 
way  in  the  natural  rock  of  the  left  abut¬ 
ment.  Four  dikes  would  prevent  the  res¬ 
ervoir  from  inundating  adjacent  lands 
in  the  Cleveland  National  Forest. 

The  project  would  also  include  a  lower 
reservoir  in  Fremont  Canyon  with  a  stor¬ 
age  capacity  of  21,800  acre-feet  at  a  max¬ 
imum  elevation  of  1,129  feet.  The  lower 
reservoir  would  be  formed  by  an  earth- 
fill  dam  328  feet  high  and  970  feet  long, 
with  an  ungated  spillway  in  the  natural 
rock  of  the  right  abutment. 

The  upper  and  lower  reservoirs  would 
be  connected  by  a  tunnel  13,300  feet  long, 
through  which  the  project’s  13,000  acre- 
feet  of  usable  storage  would  fiow.  The 
powerhouse,  to  be  located  at  the  lower 
reservoir,  would  contain  four  reversible 
pump-turbine,  motor-generator  units 
with  a  total  rated  capacity  of  1,235  mw. 

Water  would  be  purchased  from  the 
Municipal  Water  District  of  Orange 
County  for  initial  filling  of  the  reservoirs 
and  subsequently  for  makeup  water  to 
compensate  for  evaporation  and  seepage 
losses.  A  w'ater  supply  line  18,600  feet 
long  would  connect  the  lower  reservoir  to 
the  District  facilities. 

Applicant  proposes  to  use  power  gen¬ 
erated  at  the  project  in  its  interconnected 
230  kv  transmission  system. 

’The  application  for  a  preliminary  per¬ 
mit  was  accompanied  by  a  petition  to  dis¬ 
claim  Federal  Power  Commission  juris¬ 
diction.  Applicant  asserts  that  no  naviga¬ 
ble  waters  or  lands  of  the  United  States 
would  be  affected  by  the  project. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap¬ 
plication  should  on  or  before  October  30, 
1973,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  a  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become  par¬ 
ties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as 
a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules.  The  application 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18898  FUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  E-8176] 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  EDISON  CO. 

Order  Granting  an  Application  for  Rehear¬ 
ing  in  Part  and  Denying  an  Application 

for  Rehearing 

August  29,  1973. 

Anza  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  (Anza) , 
on  July  30,  1973,  and  the  Cities^  on 
August  6,  1973,  filed  applications  for  re¬ 
hearing  of  the  Conunission’s  order  Issued 
July  6,  1973,  in  the  above  docket.  In  that 
order  the  Commission  accepted  the  May 
8,  1973,  proposed  rate  increase  filing  of 
Southern  California  Edison  Co.  (Edison) , 
suspended  the  proposed  increase  for  60 
days,  and  provided  for  heswing. 

In  support  of  its  application  Anza 
claims  that  the  rate  filing  is  of  such  a 
magnitude  that  the  Commission  abused 
its  discretion  in  not  granting  a  full  five- 
month  suspension. 

Anza  points  out  that  at  the  time  the 
contract  was  executed  “it  was  generally 
assumed  the  California  Public  Service 
Commission  had  jurisdiction”;  and  under 
California  law  rate  increases  may  be 
made  effective  only  after  final  Commis¬ 
sion  order.  Therefore  it  claims  that  the 
decision  in  Richmond  Power  and  Light, 

et  al.,  v.  P.P.C., - P.  2d -  (CADC 

No.  72-1963)  applies  and  that  Edison’s 
rate  Increase  to  Anza  cannot  be  made 
effective  until  after  Commission  action 
approving  the  new  rate.  Anza  further 
points  out  that  its  contract  with  Edison 
was  subject  to  termination  up<m  90  days 
notice  to  Anza  but  that  Edison  had  not 
given  such  notice.  Anza  concedes  that 
after  such  notice  Edison  could  make  a 
unilateral  rate  increase  filing. 

In  its  petition  to  intervene,  filed  June 
14,  1973,  Anza  stated  it  would  effectively 
waive  such  contract  provisions  if  a  five 
month  suspension  is  ordered.  If  on  re¬ 
hearing,  the  Commission  does  not  order 
a  five-month  suspension,  Anza  requests 
that  the  Commission’s  order  issued  June 
14,  1973,  in  Gulf  States  Utilities  Co., 
Docket  No.  E-8121  is  controlling  and  that 
the  rate  increase  should  not  become  ef¬ 
fective  until  two  months  after  Edison 
gives  notice  of  termination  of  the  out¬ 
standing  contracts. 

Article  V  of  Anza’s  contract  with  Edi¬ 
son  provides,  inter  alia: 

The  rates,  including  terms  and  conditions 
stated  In  this  contract,  are  subject  to  change 
by  any  regulatory  body  now  In  existence  or 
hereafter  created  by  law  having  Jurisdiction 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law.  In  the 
event  of  such  change,  the  new  rates  and 
terms  and  conditions  as  prescribed  shall  ap¬ 
ply  to  this  contract  for  the  unexpired  terms 
hereof.  In  the  event  that  any  regulatory 
body  shall  order  a  rate  Increase,  Cooperative 
may  at  Its  option  terminate  this  contract 
at  any  time  by  written  notice  to  Company. 

Based  upon  our  review  of  Anza’s  con¬ 
tracts  with  Edison,  we  believe  that  Cali¬ 
fornia  law  does  not  apply  to  Edison’s 
rate  increase  filing  since  Article  V  con¬ 
tains  the  language,  “subject  to  change 

’  Cities  of  Anaheim,  Riverside,  Banning, 
Colton,  and  Azuza,  California. 


by  any  regulatory  body  now  in  existence 
or  hereinafter  created  by  law  having 
jurisdiction  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
law.”  While  Edison  had  the  right  to  make 
a  unilateral  rate  Increase  filing  under 
Artivle  V  of  the  contract  that  article  per¬ 
mits  the  rate  increase  to  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  only  after  Commission  order.  We 
note,  as  Anza  concedes  in  its  pleading, 
that  Edison  could  also  make  a  unilateral 
rate  increase  filing  if  it  gave  the  90-day 
notice  of  termination  required  by  Article 
XI  of  the  contract  to  Anza.’  However, 
since  Edison  has  not  given  the  notice 
required  by  Article  XI  of  its  contract,  we 
shall  accept  the  filing  as  being  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  Article  V  which  would  permit 
the  rates  to  become  effective  only  after 
Commission  order.  Accordingly,  we  will 
amend  our  July  6,  1973,  to  provide  that 
Edison’s  rate  increase  as  to  Anza  may  be 
made  effective  only  after  Commission 
order. 

Cities  in  support  of  its  application  for 
rehearing  states  the  Commission’s  two- 
month  suspension  of  Edison’s  rate  in¬ 
crease  filing  is  inconsistent  with  its 
“responsibilities  imder  the  Economic 
Stabilization  Act  and  Executive  Orders 
issued  thereimder  and  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  grant  rehearing  and  reject  the  fil¬ 
ing.  In  the  alternative.  Cities  asks,  citing 
several  cases  it  maintains  are  supportive 
of  its  position,  that  the  suspension  period 
be  extended  to  December  7, 1973,  the  full 
statutory  period.  Also,  Cities  claim  Edi¬ 
son  has  overstated  several  aspects  of  its 
rate  increase  filing  and  therefore  the  fil- 
inr  should  be  rejected.  Finally,  Cities 
notes,  as  it  did  in  its  Protest  and  Motion 
to  Reject  the  Piling  filed  June  19,  1973, 
that  if  Edison  is  granted  the  proposed 
increase  a  price  squeeze  will  exist  as  to 
Cities. 

With  respect  to  the  claims  by  Anza  and 
Cities  that  the  Commission  erred  in  not 
ordering  a  five-month  suspension,  it  is 
well  settled  that  the  length  of  the  period 
oi  suspension  is  a  matter  within  our  dis¬ 
cretion  and  reasons  or  basis  as  to  the 
period  of  suspension  are  not  required. 
(Municipal  Light  Boards  of  Reading  and 
Wakefield,  Massachusetts  v.  F.P.C.,  450 
F.2d  1341  (CADC  1971)  certiorai  denied 
405  U.S.  989  (1972).  Moreover,  insofar  as 
the  July  6,  1973,  order  dealt  with  the 
period  of  suspension,  such  order  was 
procedural  in  that  the  substantive  issues 
were  set  for  hearing.  Accordingly,  the 
order,  insofar  as  it  deals  with  the  length 
of  suspensibn,  is  not  subject  to  a  petition 
for  rehearing  under  section  313(a)  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act.  F.P.C.,  v.  Metropoli¬ 
tan  Edison  Co.,  304,  U.S.  375  (1938). 

The  remaining  arguments  raised  by 
Cities  and  Anza  are  matters  which  can¬ 
not  be  dealt  with  summarily  and  require 
development  at  an  evidentiary  hearing 
which  we  have  already  ordered  in  this 
proceeding. 

=  Article  XI  of  Anza’s  contract  with  Edison 
states,  in  relevant  part:  “Either  party  may 
terminate  this  contract  by  giving  notice  in 
writing  to  the  other  party  at  least  ninety 
days  prior  to  the  effective  date  of 
termination.” 


The  Commission  finds 

(1)  Anza’s  application  for  rehearing 
will  be  granted  in  part  since  we  will,  for 
the  reasons  set  forth  above,  amend  our 
July  6,  1973,  order  in  this  docket  to  pro¬ 
vide  that  any  rate  increase  as  to  Anza 
may  become  effective  only  after  a  Com¬ 
mission  order  approving  the  rate  in¬ 
crease  in  whole  or  in  part.  In  all  other 
respects,  the  application  raises  no  new 
issues  not  previously  considered  which 
warrant  further  modification  of  our 
July  6,  1973,  order. 

(2)  The  application  for  rehearing  filed 
by  Cities  presents  no  issues  or  facts  not 
previously  considered  or  which  warrant 
modification  of  our  order  of  July  6,  1973, 
in  tills  dcxiket. 

The  Commission  orders 

(A)  The  application  for  rehearing  by 
Cities  is  denied. 

(B)  Anza’s  application  for  rehearing 
is  granted  in  part  since  we  hereby 
amend  our  July  6,  1973,  order  in  this 
docket  to  provide  that  any  rate  Increase 
as  to  Anza  may  become  effective  only 
after  a  Commission  order  approving  the 
rate  increase  in  whole  or  in  part.  In  all 
other  respects,  the  application  raises  no 
new  issues  not  previously  considered 
which  warrant  further  modification  of 
cur  July  6, 1973,  order. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18899  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CI74-133] 

SUN  OIL  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  30,  1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  17,  1973, 
Sun  Oil  Co.  (Applicant) ,  P.O.  Box  2880, 
Dallas,  Texas  75221,  filed  in  Dcxket  No. 
CI74-133  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  sale  for  resale 
and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce  to  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Corp.  from  the  Bear  Field,  Beaure¬ 
gard  Parish,  Louisiana,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  sell  up  to  1,000 
Mc.f.  of  gas  per  day  for  three  years  at 
35.0  cents  per  Mc.f.  at  15.025  p.s.l.a. 
within  the  contemplation  of  §  2.70  of  the 
Commission’s  general  policy  and  inter¬ 
pretations  (18  CFR  2.70),  Estimated 
monthly  sales  are  5,200  Mc.f.  of  gas. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desir¬ 
ing  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest 
with  reference  to  said  application  should 
on  or  before  September  17, 1973,  file  with 
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the  Federal  Power  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  a  protest  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  considered  by  it  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  §§  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required  herein, 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of 
the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the  cer¬ 
tificate  is  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  therein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
imnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.73-18900  Filed  9-6-73;8:45  am) 


[Project  No.  2716) 

VIRGINIA  ELECTRIC  AND  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  License  for 
Unconstructed  Project 

August  29,  1973. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  major  license  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791a-825r) 
was  filed  on  July  31,  1973,  by  Virginia 
Electric  and  Power  Co.  (Corresixmdence 
to:  Mr.  Stanley  Ragone,  Senior  Vice 
President,  Virginia  Electric  and  Power 
Co.,  P.O.  Box  26666,  Richmond,  Virginia 
23261;  copies  to  Arnold  H.  Quint,  Esq., 
Hunton,  Williams,  Gay,  and  Gibson, 
1730  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006),  for  the  proposed 
Bath  Coimty  Pump>^  Storage  Project 
No.  2716.  The  project  would  be  located 
on  Back  Ch-eek  and  Little  Back  crreek, 
tributaries  of  the  Jackson  River  in  the 
James  River  Basin,  in  Bath  County, 
Virginia,  about  9  miles  northeast  of 
Mountain  Grove,  Virginia.  The  trans¬ 
mission  lines  would  cross  portions  of 
Bath,  Highland,  Augusta,  and  Rock¬ 
bridge  Counties,  Virginia.  The  proposed 
project  would  affect  the  interest  of  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce  and  lands  of 
the  United  States  in  the  George  Wash¬ 
ington  National  Forest. 

The  proposed  pumped  storage  project 
would  consist  of :  (1)  An  upper  reservoir 


created  by  building  a  2,40()-foot  long, 
425-foot  high,  zoned  rock  and  earth-fill 
dam  across  Little  Back  Creek,  with  a  us¬ 
able  storage  capacity  of  24,300  acre-feet, 
of  which  1,800  acre-feet  could  be  for 
flood  storage  and  22,500  acre-feet  would 
be  power  storage  between  elevation  3,215 
and  3,320  feet,  with  a  smface  area  at  full 
power  pool  of  265  acres:  (2)  water  con¬ 
duits  which  will  be  composed  of;  (a) 
three  Intake  structures  in  the  Upper 
Reservoir;  (b)  a  set  of  two  fixed- wheel 
gates  provided  for  each  of  the  three  in¬ 
takes;  (c)  three  power  tunnels,  each  of 
which  will  be  concrete-lined,  28.5  feet  in 
inside  diameter  and  approximately  7,500 
feet  long  connecting  each  upper  intake 
with  two  steel-lined  1,300-foot  long,  18 
feet  inside  diameter  underground  pen¬ 
stocks;  (d)  a  single  shaft  surge  tank,  ap¬ 
proximately  55  feet  in  inside  diameter, 
for  each  of  the  power  timnels:  (3)  A 
powerhouse  locat^  on  the  west  side  of 
the  lower  reservoir  which  will  be  of  the 
indoor  type,  housing  six  350  mw  reversi¬ 
ble  pumping-generating  units:  (4)  A 
transmission  switching  station  erected 
on  top  of  the  powerhouse  containing 
transformers  to  step-up  the  generator 
voltage  to  500  KV,  the  transmission  line 
voltage:  (5)  A  lower  reservoir  created  by 
placing  a  2,400-foot  long  and  155-foot 
high  zoned  rock  and  earth-fill  dam  across 
Back  Creek,  with  a  total  usable  storage 
capacity  of  28,200  acre-feet,  of  which 
2,500  acre-feet  would  be  for  flood  storage. 
3,200  acre-feet  would  be  conservation 
storage,  and  22,500  acre-feet  would  be 
p>ower  storage,  with  water  level  fluctua¬ 
tion  for  power  between  elevations  2,118 
and  2,058  feet,  and  with  a  surface  area 
of  555  acres  at  full  power  pool  and  a  con¬ 
crete  gravity  gated  ogee  spillway  will  be 
provided  at  the  right  abutment  of  the 
lower  reservoir  dam;  low  level  outlet 
works  would  consist  of  a  gated  concrete 
conduit  passing  through  the  dam  at  the 
right  abutment:  and  (6)  two  500  KV 
transmission  lines,  one  extending  ap¬ 
proximately  50  miles  in  an  east-north¬ 
easterly  dlrecti(m  to  Valley  Substation 
to  be  constructed  near  Burketown, 
.Virginia,  and  one  extending  approxi¬ 
mately  35  miles  in  a  southeasterly  direc¬ 
tion  to  Applicant’s  existing  Lexington 
Substation. 

A  recreation  complex  downstream  of 
the  Lower  Dam  to  be  huilt  by  Applicant 
will  offer  approximately  one  mile  of 
stream  side  fishing,  ponds  totaling  ap¬ 
proximately  100  acre  surface  area  which 
will  allow  swimming,  boating  and  fish¬ 
ing,  hiking  trails  and  nature  walks, 
camping,  and  a  Visitors  Center  located 
inside  of  the  Lower  Dam. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap¬ 
plication  should  on  or  before  October  29, 
1973,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  prote.sts  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  a  proceeding.  Per¬ 


sons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  pai’ty  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc .73-1 8903  Filed  9-5-73; 8; 45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CI74-114] 

TARTAN  RESOURCES  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  27,  1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  16,  1973, 
Tartan  Resources  Corp.  (applicant), 
P.O.  Box  2566,  Houston,  Tex.  77001,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CI74-114  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
sale  for  resale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas 
in  interstate  commerce  to  Transcon¬ 
tinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.  from  the 
West  El  Campo  Field,  Wharton  County, 
Tex.,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  states  that  it  intends  to 
commence  the  sale  of  gas  within  the 
contemplation  of  §  157.29  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.29)  and  proposes  to  continue  said 
sale  for  twenty-four  months  from  the 
end  of  the  sixty-day  emergency  period 
within  the  contemplation  of  §  2.70  of  the 
Commission’s  General  Policy  and  Inter¬ 
pretations  (18  CFR  2.70).  Applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  sell  approximately  90,000  Mc.f. 
of  gas  per  month  at  14.7  p.s.i.a. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desir¬ 
ing  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest 
with  reference  to  said  application  should 
on  or  before  September  10,  1973,  file 
with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  particirmte  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  r>etition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
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herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petiticm 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  If 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.73-18791  Piled  9-5-73:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  E-83551 

LOUISVILLE  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Tariff  Change 

August  28, 1973. 

Take  notice  that  Louisville  Gas  and 
Electric  Co.  (LG&E)  on  August  10,  1973, 
tendered  for  filing  a  proposed  electric 
rate  schedule  agreement  whereby  LG&E 
will  transmit  over  its  system  power  and 
energy  sold  by  East  Kentucky  Rural  Elec¬ 
tric  Cooperative  Corp.  (East  Kentucky) 
to  Salt  River  Rural  Electric  Cooperative 
Corp.  (Salt  River),  and  whereby  cer¬ 
tain  other  exchanges  of  power  and 
energy  during  periods  of  emergencies 
may  be  made  between  LG&E  and  East 
Kentucky. 

According  to  LG&E  it  has  heretofore 
been  supplying  power  and  energy  under 
its  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  22  to  certain 
of  Salt  River’s  load  centers.  LG&E  states 
that  Salt  River  has  contracted  with  East 
Kentucky  to  purchase  from  it  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  load  centers  heretofore  sup¬ 
plied  by  LG&E,  to  begin  September  13, 
1973.  LG&E  has  filed  a  notice  of  concella- 
tion  of  its  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  22  to 
become  effective  September  12,  1973. 
Docket  No.  E-8354  LG&E  states  that 
under  the  proposed  rate  schedule,  LG&E 
will  accept  power  and  energy  scheduled 
to  it  by  East  Kentucky  through  the  sys¬ 
tem  of  Kentucky  Utilities  Co.  and  trans¬ 
mit  the  same  to  the  load  centers  of  Salt 
River,  for  which  service  a  transmission 
toll  of  .08<J  (.8  mill)  per  kilowatt-hour 
charged. 

According  to  LG&E  copies  of  the  filing 
were  served  upon  East  Kentucky  Rural 
Electric  Cooperative  Corp.  and  Salt  River 
Rural  Electric  Cooperative  Corp. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  7,  1973.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 


person*  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.73-19037  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  RP72-1181 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 
Notice  of  Proposed  Revised  Tariff  Sheet 
September  4, 1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  18,  1973, 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co. 
(Michigan.  Wis.)  tendered  for  filing  its 
Second  Substitute  Fourth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  27F  to  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Second 
Revised  Volume  No.  1. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  states  that  the 
above-revised  tariff  sheet  reflects  the 
change  in  its  cost  of  gas  purchased  from 
Midwestern  Gas  Transmission  Co.  and 
increases  in  advance  payments  to  pro¬ 
ducers  and  is  being  filed  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff.  Second  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1  and  its  Settlement 
Agreement  in  Docket  No.  RP72-118. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  further  states 
that  it  is  proposing  no  change  in  its  de¬ 
mand /commc^ity  rates  because  its  rate 
changes  proposed  on  Docket  No.  RP73- 
102  will  become  effective  November  1, 
1973.  By  Michigan  Wisconsin’s  state¬ 
ment,  the  revised  tariff  sheet  accordingly 
provides  for  an  increase  in  the  Base 
Tariff  Rate  of  .14^  per  Mcf  and  a  de¬ 
crease  in  the  Current  Cost  of  Gas  Ad¬ 
justment  of  .14<  per  Mcf  which  is  equal 
to  the  annual  effect  of  Midwestern’s  rate 
changes  per  Mcf  of  ssdes  during  the 
Determination  Period. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  requests  a  waiver 
of  the  requirements  of  Part  154  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  to  the  extent  necessary 
to  permit  this  filing  to  be  made  and  to  be¬ 
come  effective  September  1, 1973. 

According  to  Michigan  Wisconsin, 
copies  of  the  filing  have  been  mailed  tq 
its  customers  and  all  interested  parties 
in  Docket  No.  RP72-118. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commissirai’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  7,  1973.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.73-19040  FUed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

BANKSHARES  OF  LARAMIE.  INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

August  29,  1973. 

Bankshares  of  Laramie,  Inc.,  Laramie, 
Wyoming,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  through  acquisition  of  80  per 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Bank 
of  Laramie,  Laramie,  Wyoming.  'The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  his  views 
in  writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  not  later  than  September  25,  1973. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  August  29, 1973. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.73-18855  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  ami 


FIRST  WESTERN  CORP. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

First  Western,  Corp.,  Sioux  Falls, 
South  Dakota,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  through  acquisition  of 
100  per  cent  (less  directors’  qualifying 
shares)  of  the  voting  shares  of  Western 
State  Bank.  Sioux  Falls,  South  Dakota. 
'The  factors  that  are  considered  in  act¬ 
ing  on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
section  3(c)  of  ttie  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842 
(c) ). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Minne¬ 
apolis.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment 
on  the  application  should  submit  his 
views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank, 
to  be  received  not  later  than,  Septem¬ 
ber  25,  1973. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  August  29, 1973. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.73  -18856  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  ami 


MERCANTILE  BANCORPORATION,  INC. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

Mercantile  Bancorporation,  Inc.,  St. 
Louis,  Missouri,  has  applieil  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(3) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)  (3) )  to  acquire  90  percent 
or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Noland 
Road  Bank,  Independence,  Missouri.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
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the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c). of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  his  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  September  25,  1973. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  August  29, 1973. 

[SEAL]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 

Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Board. 

(PR  Doc.73-18854  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

[Regs.  Q,  T,  and  XJ] 

OTC  MARGIN  STOCK 
List 

In  accordance  with  §  207.2(f)  (2)  of 
Regulation  G,  “Securities  Credit  by  Per¬ 
sons  other  than  Banks,  Brokers,  or  Deal¬ 
ers”,  S  220.2(e)  (2)  of  Regulation  T, 
“Credit  by  Brokers  and  Dealers”,  and 
«  221.3(d)  (2)  of  Regulation  U,  “Credit 
by  Banks  for  the  Purpose  of  Purchasing 
or  Carrying  Margin  Stocks”,  there  is  set 
forth  below  the  list  of  stocks  traded  over 
the  coimter,  current  as  of  September  4, 
1973,  that  the  Board  of  Governors  has 
determined  (in  accordance  with  the  cri¬ 
teria  set  forth  in  the  Supplements  to 
those  regulations)  to  have  the  degree  of 
national  Investor  interest,  the  depth  and 
breadth  of  market,  the  availability  of  in¬ 
formation  respecting  the  stock  and  its  is¬ 
suer,  and  the  character  and  permanence 
of  the  issuer  to  warrant  subjecting  such 
stock  to  the  requirements  of  such  regu¬ 
lations. 

Stocks  appearing  on  the  list  have  not 
been  approved,  in  any  way.  by  the  Board 
and  representation  by  any  person  that 
their  appearance  on  the  list  indicates 
approval  by  the  Board  or  any  Govern¬ 
ment  agency  is  imlawful. 

The  requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553  with 
respect  to  notice  and  public  participa¬ 
tion  were  not  followed  in  connection 
with  the  Issuance  of  this  list  because 
following  such  requirements  is  unneces¬ 
sary  due  to  the  objective  character  of 
the  criteria  for  inclusion  on  the  list,  spec¬ 
ified  in  12  CFR  207.5  (d)  and  (e).  No 
additional  useful  information  would  be 
gained  by  public  participation.  The  re¬ 
quirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553  with  respect 
to  deferred  effective  date  have  not  been 
followed  in  connection  with  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  this  list,  because  following  such 
requirements  would  allow  speculators  to 
reap  unfair  profits  and  would  not  aid 
other  persons  affected  thereby. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System  acting  by  its  Director  of  the 
Division  of  Supervision  and  Regulation 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority  (12  CFR 
265.2(c)  (13)). September  4, 1973. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 


List  of  OTC  Margin  Stocks 

September  4, 1973. 

This  list  of  “OTC  margin  stocks”  is 
comprised  of  stocks  traded  over  the 
coimter  (OTC)  that  have  been  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System  to  be  subject  to 
margin  requirements  as  of  September  4, 
1973,  pursuant  to  §  207.2(f)  of  Federal 
Reserve  Regulation  G,  “Securities  Credit 
by  Persons  other  than  Banks,  Brokers,  or 
Dealers,”  §  220.2(e)  of  Regulation  T, 
“Credit  by  Brokers  and  Dealers,”  and 
§  221.3(d)  of  Regulation  U,  “Credit  by 
Banks  for  the  Purpose  of  Purchasing  or 
Carrying  Margin  Stocks.” 

The  list  is  published  from  time  to  time 
by  the  Board  as  a  guide  for  lenders  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  regulations  and  the  general 
public.  Stocks  will  be  added  to  the  list,  or 
deleted,  in  the  interim  between  publica¬ 
tions  as  deemed  appropriate  by  the 
Board.  This  list  supersedes  the  previous 
list  of  OTC  margin  stocks  published  as  of 
May  15,  1972,  including  changes  thereto. 
For  current  information  contact  the 
nearest  Federal  Reserve  Bank. 

Caution:  Stocks  appearing  on  the  list 
have  not  been  approved,  in  any  way,  by 
the  Board  and  representation  by  any  per¬ 
son  that  their  appearance  on  the  list  in¬ 
dicates  approval  by  the  Board  or  is  based 
on  approval  by  any  government  agency 
is  unlawful. 

Any  inquiry  relating  to  this  list  or  to 
Regulations  G,  T,  U,  or  X  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  nearest  Federal  Reserve 
Bank. 

AITS,  INC.,  $.10  par  common. 

AVM  CORPORATION,  $1 .00  par  common. 
ACMAT  CORPORATION.  No  par  common. 
ACUSHNET  COMPANY,  $1.00  par  common. 
ADDISON-WESLEY  PUBLISHING  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.  Class  B,  no  par  common. 
ADVANCE  ROSS  CORPORATION,  $.10  par 
common. 

AFFILIATED  BANKSHARES  OF  COLORADO, 
INC.,  $5.00  par  common. 

ALBANY  INTERNATIONAL  CORPORATION, 
$1.25  par  common. 

ALEXANDER  &  ALEXANDER  SERVICES, 
INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

ALEXANDER  &  BALDWIN,  INC.  No  par  com¬ 
mon. 

ALLEGHENY  BEVERAGE  CORPORATION. 
$1.00  par  common. 

ALLIED  TELEPHONE  COMPANY,  $2.00  par 
common. 

ALLYN  AND  BACON,  INC.,  $.50  par  common. 
ALODEX  CORPORATION,  $.10  par  conunon. 
ALPEX  COMPUTER  CORPORATION,  $.10  par 
common. 

AMAREX,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 
AMERICAN  BANKERS  INSURANCE  COM¬ 
PANY  OF  FLORIDA.  $1.00  par  common. 
AMERICAN  BANKERS  LIFE  ASSURANCE 
COMPANY  OP  FLORIDA.  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

AMERICAN  BEEF  PACKERS,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

AMERICAN  ELECTRONIC  LABORATORIES, 
INC.  Class  A.  $1.00  par  common. 

AMERICAN  EXPRESS  COMPANY,  $.60  par 
common;  $1.66%  par  cumulative  convert¬ 
ible  preferred:  ^rles  $1.50,  Series  $2.30. 
AMERICAN  FAMILY  LIFE  ASSURANCE 
COMPANY  OP  COLUMBUS,  $1.00  par 
common. 

AMERICAN  FIDELITY  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY,  $1.00  par  common. 

AMERICAN  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION,  No 
par  common. 


AMERICAN  FLETCHER  CORPORATION, 
$5.00  par  common. 

AMERICAN  FURNITURE  COMPANY,  INC., 
$1.00  par  common. 

AMERICAN  GREETINGS  CORPORATION, 
Class  A,  $1 .00  par  common. 

AMERICAN  HERITAGE  LIFE  INVESTMENT 
CORPORATION,  $1.00  par  common. 

AMERICAN  INCOME  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY,  $1 .00  par  common. 

AMERICAN  INTERNATIONAL  GROUP,  INC., 
$2.50  par  common. 

AMERICAN  MICRO-SYSTEMS,  INC.,  $1.00 
par  common. 

AMERICAN  NATIONAL  FINANCIAL  COR¬ 
PORATION,  $1.00  par  common. 

AMERICAN  NUCLEAR  CORPORATION,  $.04 
par  common 

AMERICAN  RE-INSURANCE  COMPANY, 
$1.50  par  capital 

AMERICAN  RESERVE  CORPORATION,  $2.00 
par  common. 

AMERICAN  SAVINGS  &  LOAN  ASSOCIA¬ 
TION,  $.33%  par  permanent  reserve  guar¬ 
antee  stock. 

AMERICAN  SECURITY  AND  TRUST  COM¬ 
PANY,  $3.33%  par  capital. 

AMERICAN  TELEVISION  AND  COMMUNI¬ 
CATIONS  CORPORATION,  $.75  par 
common. 

AMERICAN  WELDING  &  MANUFACTURING 
COMPANY,  THE,  No  par  common. 

AMTERRE  DEVELOPMENT  INC.,  $.01  par 
common. 

ANADITE,  INC.,  No  par  common. 

ANHEUSER-BUSCH.  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

ANIXTER  BROTHERS,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

APPLEBAUMS’  FOOD  MARKETS,  INC.,  $1.00 
par  common. 

ARDEN-MAYFAIR,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

ARIZONA  BANK.  THE,  $2.60  par  capital. 

ARKANSAS  WESTERN  GAS  COMPANY,  $2.50 
par  common. 

ARROW-HART,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

ARVIDA  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par  conunon. 

ASSOCIATED  COCA-COLA  BOTTLING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  $.50  par  common. 

ASSOCIATED  MADISON  COMPANIES,  INC., 
$.50  par  common. 

ASSOCIATED  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Class  A, 
$3.00  par  common. 

ATLANTA  GAS  LIGHT  COMPANY,  $5.00  par 
common. 

ATLANTIC  BANCORPORATION,  $1.00  par 

common. 

AUTO-TRAIN  CORPORATION,  $.20  par 
common. 

BCC,  INC.,  $.50  par  common. 

BMA  CORPORATION,  $2.00  par  common. 

BAIRD- ATOMIC,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

BALL  CORPORATION,  $2.50  par  common. 

BALLY  MANUFACTURING  CORPORATION, 
$.66%  par  common. 

BANCO  CREDITO  Y  AHORRO  PONCENO, 
$5.00  par  common. 

BANCO  POPULAR  DE  PUERTO  RICO,  $10.00 
par  common. 

BANCOmO  CORPORATION,  $6.66%  par 
common. 

BANGOR  HYDRO-ELECTRIC  COMPANY, 
$5.00  par  common. 

BANK  BUILDING  &  EQUIPMENT  CORPORA¬ 
TION  OF  AMERICA,  $1.33%  par  common. 

BANK  OF  TOKYO  OF  CALIFORNIA,  THE, 
$5.00  par  common. 

BANKAMERICA  CORPORATION,  $3,125  par 
common. 

BANKAMERICA  REALTY  INVESTORS,  $1.00 
par  shares  of  beneficial  interest. 

BANKERS  SECURITY  LIFE  INSURANCE 
S<X:iETY,  $2.00  par  common. 

BANKS  OF  IOWA,  INC,  No  par  common, 
$2.50  stated  value. 

BAATA,  GEORGE  COMPANY,  INC.,  $.10  par 
common. 

BARBER-GREENE  COMPANY,  $5.00  par 
common. 
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BARDEN  CORPORATION,  THE  $1.00  par 

common.  _ 

BARNES-HIND  PHARMACEUTICALS,  INC. 
No  par  common. 

BARNETT  BANKS  OP  FLORIDA.  INC.,  $2.00 
par  common. 

BASSETT  FURNITURE  INDUSTRIES,  INC., 
$5.00  par  common. 

BAYLESS.  A.  J.  MARKETS,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

BAY'STATE  CORPORATION,  $7.60  par 
common. 

BEELINE  FASHIONS,  INC.  No  par  common. 
BEKINS  COMPANY’,  THE.  No  par  common. 
BENEFICIAL  STANDARD  CORPORATION, 
Class  A.  $1.00  par  common.  Class  B,  $1.00 
par  common. 

BETZ  LABORATORIES.  INC.,  $.10  par  com¬ 
mon. 

BI-LO,  INC.,  $.33 V3  par  common. 

BIBB  COMPANY,  THE.  No  par  common. 

BIRD  &  SON.  INC.  No  par  common. 

BLACK  HILLS  POWER  AND  LIGHT  COM¬ 
PANY’,  $1.00  par  common. 

BLUE  CHIP  STAMPS.  $1 .00  par  common. 

BOB  EVANS  FARMS,  INC.  No  par  common. 
BOHEMIA.  INC.  No  par  common. 

BONANZA  INTERNATIONAL,  INC.  No  par 
common. 

BOOZ,  ALLEN  &  HAMILTON.  INC.,  $.25  par 
common. 

BRENCO,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 
BROWNING,  $1.00  par  common. 
BUCKBEE-MEARS  COMPANY,  $.10  par  com¬ 
mon. 

BUCKEY’E  INTERNATIONAL,  INC.  No  par 
common. 

BURNUP  &  SIMS  INC.,  $.10  par  common. 
BUTLER  MANUFACTURING  COMPANY.  No 
par  common. 

CBT  CORPORATION,  $10.00  par  conunon. 

CP  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par 
common. 

CALIFORNIA-PACIFIC  UTILITIES  COM¬ 
PANY,  $5.00  par  common. 

CALIFORNIA  WATER  SERVICE  COMPANY, 
$12.50  par  common. 

CALIFORNIA-WESTERN  STATES  LIFE  IN- 
SURANCE  COMPANY,  $2.50  par  common- 
capitM. 

CAMERON-BROWN  INVESTMENT  GROUP. 

Warrants  (expire  11/15/76). 

CAMERON  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION, 
$3.33  Vj  par  common. 

CAMPBELL  TAGGART,  INC.,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

CANNON  MILLS  COMPANY,  $5.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

CAPITAL  MORTGAGE  INVESTMENTS.  $1.00 
par  shares  of  beneficial  Interest. 
CAROLINA  CARIBBEAN  CORPORATION, 
$.83  par  common. 

CASCADE  NATURLAL  GAS  CORPORATION, 
$25.00  par  cumulative  convertible  Junior 
preferred. 

CAYMAN  CORPORATION.  $.10  par  common. 
CEDAR  POINT,  INC,  $1.00  par  common. 
CLINTON  OIL  COMPANY,  $.03 Vj  par  com¬ 
mon. 

CLOW  CORPORATION,  $6.25  par  common. 
(XIASTAL  STATES  CORPORATION,  $1.00 
par  common. 

COCA-COLA  BOTTLING  COMPANY  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED,  $1.00  par  common. 
COCA-COLA  BOTTLING  COMPANY  OF  LOS 
ANGEXES.  No  par  common. 

COCA-COLA  BOTTLING  COMPANY  OP 
MIAMI,  INC.,  THE.  $.10  par  common. 
COGAR  CORPORATION,  $.60  par  common. 
COGNITRONICS  CORPORATION,  $.20  par 
common. 

COLLEGE  UNIVERSITY  CORPORATION.  No 
par  common. 

COLONIAL  FIRST  NATIONAL  BANK.  $1.00 
par  common. 

COLONIAL  LIFE  &  ACCIDENT  INSURANCE 
COMPANY.  Class  B,  nonvoting,  $1.00  par 
common. 


COMBANKS  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

COMBINED  INSURANCE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA,  $1.00  par  common. 

COMMERCE  BANCSHARES.  INC.,  $10.00  par 
common. 

COMMERCIAL  TRUST  COMPANY  OF  NEW 
JERSEY,  $5.00  par  capital. 

COMMONWEALTH  TELEPHONE  COMPANY, 
$6.66%  par  common. 

COMPUTER  MACHINERY  CORPORATION, 
$.10  par  common. 

COMPUTER  USAGE  COMPANY,  $.26  par 
common. 

CONNECTICUT  GENERAL  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION,  $2.50  par  common. 

CONSOLIDATED  PAPERS.  INC.,  $12.50  par 
common. 

CONTINENTAL  BANK  (Pennsylvania) ,  $5.00 
par  common. 

CENCOR,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

CENTRAL  BANKING  SYSTEM.  INC.,  $2.50 
par  capital. 

CENTRAL  JERSEY  BANK  &  TRUST  COM¬ 
PANY,  THE.  $2.50  par  capital. 

CENTRAL  NATIONAL  CORPORATION  (Vir¬ 
ginia)  ,  $5.00  par  common. 

CENTRAL  VERMONT  PUBLIC  SERVICE 
CORPORATION,  $6.00  par  common. 

CENTRAN  BANCSHARES  CORPORATION, 
$8.00  par  common. 

CENTRONICS  DATA  COMPUTER  CORPO¬ 
RATION,  $.01  par  common. 

CHAMPION  PARTS  REBUILDERS,  INC., 
$.10  par  common. 

CHANCE,  A.  B.  COMPANY,  $2.50  par  com¬ 
mon. 

CHARTER  BANKSHARES  CORPORATION, 
$3.00  par  common. 

CHESAPEAKE  INSTRUMENT  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  $1.00  par  common. 

CHICAGO  BRIDGE  &  IRON  COMPANY.  $5.00 
par  common. 

CHUBB  CORPORATION.  THE,  $1.00  par 
common. 

CHURCH’S  FRIED  CHICKEN,  INC.,  $.12  par 
common. 

CINCINNATI  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION, 
$2.00  par  common. 

CITIZENS  AND  SOUTHERN  CORPORATION. 
THE  (South  Carolina),  $2.50  par  conunon. 

CITIZENS  &  SOUTHERN  NATIONAL  BANK, 
The  (Georgia) ,  $2.50  par  common. 

CITIZENS  UTILITIES  COMPANY,  Series  A. 
$1.00  par  common;  Series  B,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

CITY  NATIONAL  CORPORATION,  $5.00  par 
common. 

CLARK.  J.  L.  MANUFACTURING  COMPANY. 
$1.00  par  common. 

CLEVELAND  TRUST  COMPANY,  THE.  $20.00 
par  common. 

CLEVEPAK  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

CONTRAN  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

CONWED  CORPORATION.  $5.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

CORNELIUS  COMPANY,  THE,  $.20  par  com¬ 
mon. 

COUSINS  PROPERTIES  INC.,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

CRADDOCK-TERRY  SHOE  CORPORATION. 
$1.00  par  common. 

CROSS  COMPANY,  THE,  $5.00  par  common. 

CRUM  AND  FORSTER,  $1.25  par  common. 

CRUTCHER  RESOURCES  CORPORATION, 
$1.00  par  conunon. 

CULLUM  COMPANIES,  INC.,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

CURns  NOLL  CORPORATION,  No  par  com¬ 
mon. 

DAMSON  OIL  CORPORATION,  $.40  par  com¬ 
mon. 

DANIEL  INTERNATIONAL  CORPORATION, 
$2.00  par  common. 

DART  DRUG  CORPORATION,  Class  A,  $1.00 
par  common. 


DATA  GENERAL  CORPORATION,  $.01  par 
common. 

DATA  100  corporation,  $.60  par  common. 

DATA  PACKAGING  CORPORATION,  $.10  par 
common. 

DAYTON  MALLEABLE  IRON  COMPANY, 
THE,  no  par  common. 

DECISION  DATA  COMPUTER  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  $.10  par  common. 

DECORATOR  INDUSTRIES,  INC.,  no  par 
common. 

DEKALB  AGRESEARCH,  INC.,  Class  B,  no 
par  common. 

DELHI  INTERNATIONAL  OIL  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  $.10  par  common. 

DELUXE  CHECK  PRINTERS,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

DEPOSIT  GUARANTY  CORPORATION,  no 
par  common. 

DETREX  CHEMICAL  INDUSTRIES,  INC., 
$2.00  par  common. 

DETROITBANK  CORPORATION,  $10.00  par 
common. 

DIAGNOSTIC  DATA.  INC.,  $1.00  par  capital. 

DIAMOND  CRYSTAL  SALT  COMPANY,  $2.50 
par  common. 

DIAMONDHEAD  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par 
common. 

DICK,  A.  B.  COMPANY,  $1.00  par  common. 

DISC  INCORPORATED  OP  AMERICA,  $1.00 
par  common. 

DIXON.  JOSEPH  CRUCIBLE  COMPANY, 
THE,  $10.00  par  capital. 

DOCUTEL  CORPORATION,  $.10  par  common. 

DONALDSON  COMPANY,  INC.,  $5.00  par 
common. 

DORCHESTER  GAS  CORPORATION,  $.10  par 
common. 

DOW  JONES  &  COMPANY,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

DOWNE  COMMUNICATIONS,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

DOWNTOWNER  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par 
conunon. 

DOYLE  DANE  BERNBACH  INC.,  $.50  par 
common. 

DUNKIN’  DONUTS  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

DURIRON  COMPANY,  INC.,  THE,  $1.26  par 
common. 

ERC  CORPORATION,  $2.50  par  common. 

ECONOMICS  LABORATORY,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

EDUCATIONAL  DEVELOPMENT  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  $.20  par  common. 

EL  PASO  ELECTTIIC  COMPANY.  No  par  com¬ 
mon. 

ELBA  SYSTEMS  CORPORATION.  No  par 
common. 

ELECTRO-NUCLEONICS,  INC.,  $.02%  par 
common. 

ELLIS  BANKING  CORPORATTON,  $1.00  par 
common. 

EMPIRE  GENERAL  CORPORATION,  $1.00 
par  common. 

ENERGY  CONVERSION  DEVICES,  INC.,  $.01 
par  common. 

EQUITY  OIL  CXIMPANY,  $1.00  par  common. 

ERIE  TECHNOLOGICAL  PRODUCTS,  INC., 
$2.50  par  conunon. 

PAIR  LANES,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

FAMILY  LIFE  INSURANCE  COMPANY,  Class 
A,  nonvoting,  $1.00  par  conunon. 

PARMER  BROTRERS  COMPANY,  $1.00  par 
common. 

FARMERS  GROUP,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

FARMERS  NEW  WORLD  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY,  $1.00  par  common. 

PIDEI.ITY  AMERICAN  BANKSHARES,  INC., 
$5.00  par  common. 

FIDELITY  CORPORATION  (Virginia),  $1.00 
par  common. 

FIDELITY  CORPORATTON  OF  PENNSTTL- 
VANIA,  $1.00  par  common. 

FIDELITY  UNION  LIFE  INSURANCE  (X)M- 
PANY,  $1.00  par  common. 

FIRST  ALABAMA  BANCSHARES,  INC.,  $2.60 
par  common. 
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first  &  MERCHANTS  CORPORATION 
(Virginia),  $7.60  par  common. 

FIRST  AT  ORLANDO  CORPORATION,  $2.60 
par  common. 

FIRST  BANC  GROUP  OP  OHIO,  INC.,  No  par 
common,  $6.00  stated  value. 

FIRST  BANK  SYSTEM,  INC.,  $2.60  par 
capital. 

FIRST  CITY  BANCORPORATION  OP  TEXAS, . 
INC.,  $6.60  par  common. 

ETRST  COLONY  LIFE  INSURANCE  COM¬ 
PANY,  $1 .00  par  common. 

FIRST  COMMERCE  CORPORATION,  $6.00 
par  common. 

FIRST  COMMERCIAL  BANKS  INC.,  $6.00 
par  common. 

FIRST  EMPIRE  STATE  CORPORATION, 
$5.00  par  common. 

FIRST  JERSEY  NATIONAL  CORPORATION, 
$5.00  par  common. 

FIRST  MISSISSIPPI  CORPORATION,  $1.00 
par  common. 

FIRST  MORTGAGE  INSURANCE  COMPANY, 
$1.00  par  common. 

FIRST  NATIONAL  BANK  OF  MARYLAND, 
THE,  $6.00  par  conunon. 

FIRST  NATIONAL  HOLDING  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  (Georgia),  $5.00  par  common. 

FIRST  OKLAHOMA  BANCORPORATION, 
INC.,  $5.00  par  common. 

FIRST  SECURITY  CORPORATION,  $1.26  par 
common. 

FIRST  TENNESSEE  NATIONAL  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  $5.00  par  common. 

FIRST  TEXAS  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION, 
$1.00  par  common. 

FIRST  UNION,  INC.,  $10.00  par  common. 

FIRST  WESTERN  FINANCIAL  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  $1.00  par  common. 

FLEXSTEEL  INDUSTRIES,  INC.,  $1.00  per 
common. 

FLICKINGER,  S.  M.,  COMPANY,  INC.,  $2.50 
par  common. 

FLORIDA  COMMERCIAL  BANKS,  INC.,  $1.00 
par  common.  _ 

FLORIDA  MINING  &  MATERIALS  COR¬ 
PORATION,  $1.00  par  common. 

FLORIDA  NATIONAL  BANKS  OF  FLORIDA, 
INC.,  $12.60  par  common. 

FLORIDA  TELEPHONE  CORPORATION, 
$2.50  par  common. 

FOREST  OIL  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par 
common. 

FORT  WORTH  NATIONAL  CORPORATION, 
$5.00  par  common. 

FOSTER  GRANT  COMPANY,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

FOTOMAT  CORPORATION,  $.10  par  com¬ 
mon. 

FOUNDERS  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION, 
$1.00  par  common. 

FRANKLIN  ELECTRIC  COMPANY,  INC.  No 
par  common. 

FRANKLIN  LIFE  INSURANCE  COMPANY, 
THE,  $2.00  par  common. 

FRANKUN  NEW  YORK  CORPORATION, 
$5.00  par  common:  $26.00  par  convertible 
preferred. 

FRASER  MORTGAGE  INVESTMENTS.  No 
par  shares  of  beneficial  Interest. 

FREDERICK  &  HERRUD,  INC.,  $.10  par  com¬ 
mon. 

FRIENDLY  ICE  CREAM  CORPORATION, 
$1.00  par  common. 

FRISCH’S  RESTAURANTS,  INC.,  No  par  com¬ 
mon. 

FUNK  SEEDS  INTERNATIONAL,  INC.,  $.10 
par  common. 

FURR’S  CAFE’TERIAS,  INC.,  No  par  common. 

OALBREATH  FIRST  MORTGAGE  INVEST¬ 
MENTS.  No  par  shares  of  beneficial  Inter- 

GARI^NCKEL.  BROOKS  BROTHERS,  MIL¬ 
LER  &  RHOADS.  INC.,  $.60  per  common. 

OATES  LEARJET  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par 
common. 

GATEWAY  TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY, 
INC.,  $.62 par  common. 


GENERAL  AIRCRAFT  CORPORATION,  $1.00 
par  common. 

GENERAL  AUTOMATION,  INC.  $.10  par  com¬ 
mon. 

GENERAL  CRUDE  OIL  COMPANY,  $.80  par 
common. 

GENERAL  HEALTH  SERVICES,  INC.,  $1.00 
par  common. 

GENERAL  REINSURANCE  CORPORATTON, 
$2.00  par  common. 

GEORGE  WASHINGTON  CORPORATTON, 
$1.00  par  common. 

GIFFEN  INDUSTRIES,  INC.,  $1.00  per  com¬ 
mon. 

GILFORD  INSTRUMENT  LABORATORIES, 
INC.  No  par  common. 

GIRARD  COMPANY.  THE,  $1.00  par  common. 
GLOBE  LIFE  AND  ACCIDENT  INSURANCE 
COMPANY,  $1.00  par  common. 
GOVERNMENT  EMPLOYEES  INSURANCE 
COMPANY,  $4.00  par  common.  Warrants 
(expire  08/01/78) . 

GOVERNMENT  EMPLOYEES  LIFE  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  COMPANY,  $1.50  par  common. 
GRAHAM  MAGENTICS  INC.,  $.10  par  com¬ 
mon. 

GRAPHIC  CONTROLS  CORPORATTON,  $1.00 
par  common. 

GRAPHIC  SCIENCES.  INC.,  $.50  par  common. 
GREAT  COMMONWEALTH  LIFE  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  COMPANY,  $1.00  par  common. 
GREAT  SOUTHERN  CORPORATTON,  $2.00 
par  common. 

GREATER  JERSEY  BANCORPORATTON, 
$5.50  par  common. 

GREEN  MOUNTAIN  POWER  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  $3.33 par  common. 

GREY  ADVERTISING  INC.,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

HALL,  FRANK  B.  &  COMPANY  INC.,  $.60  par 
common. 

HAMILTON  BANCSHARES,  INC.,  no  par 
common. 

HAMILTON  INTERNATTONAL  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  $1.00  par  common. 

HANOVER  INSURANCE  COMPANY,  THE, 
$2.00  par  capital. 

HARPER  &  ROW,  PUBUSHERS,  INC.,  $.10 
par  common. 

HARRIS  BANKCORP,  INC.,  $16.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

HARTFORD  NATIONAL  CORPORATTON, 
$6.25  par  common. 

HAVATAMPA  CIGAR  CORPORATTON,  $7.50 
par  common. 

HAWAII  BANCORPORATTON.  INC.,  $2.00  par 
common. 

HAWKE  YE  BANCORPORATTON,  $3.00  par 
common. 

HAWTHORNE  FINANCIAL  CORPORATTON, 
$1.00  par  capital. 

HEATH  TECNA  CORPORATION.  No  par  com- 
mon. 

HERITAGE  BANCORPORATTON,  No  par 
common. 

HEXCEL  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par  common. 
HOOK  DRUGS,  INC.,  No  par  common. 
HOOVER  COMPANY,  THE.  $2.60  par  com¬ 
mon. 

HORACE  MANN  EDUCATORS  CORPORA¬ 
TTON,  $1.00  par  common. 

HUDSON  UNITED  BANK.  $8.00  par  capital. 
HUGHES  SUPPLY,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 
HUNTINGTON  BANCSHARES.  INC.,  $10.00 
par  common. 

HYATT  CORPORATTON,  $.50  par  common. 
HYSTER  COMPANY,  $.50  par  common. 

ISI  CORPORATTON,  No  par  common. 
INDEPENDENT  LIFE  &  ACCIDENT  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  COMPANY,  THE,  nonvoting,  $1.00 
par  common. 

INDIANA  NATIONAL  CORPORATTON,  No 
par  common. 

INDIANAPOLIS  WATER  COMPANY,  $7.60 
par  common. 

INDUSTRIAL  NUCLEONICS  CORPORATION. 

$1.00  par  common. 

INFOREX  INC.,  $.25  par  common. 


INFORMATICS,  INC.,  $.10  par  common. 

INFORMATION  INTERNATIONAL,  INC., 
$.25  par  common. 

INTEL  CORPORATION,  No  par  common. 

INTERDATA,  INC.,  $.01  par  common. 

INTHRPINANCIAL  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

INTERMOUNTAIN  GAS  COMPANY,  $1.00 
par  common. 

INTERNATIONAL  BANK  (Washington, DC  ), 
$1.00  par  common.  Class  A,  $1,00  par 
common. 

INTERSTATE  CORPORATION,  THE,  $1.00 
par  common. 

INTERWAY  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par 
common. 

INTEXT,  INC.,  No  par  common. 

IOWA  SOUTHERN  UTILITIES  COMPANY, 
$10.00  par  common. 

IVEY,  J.  B.  &  COMPANY,  $2.50  par  common. 

JAMESBURY  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par 
common. 

JEFFERSON  NATIONAL  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY,  $1.00  par  capital. 

JOSLYN  MANUFACTURING  AND  SUPPLY 
COMPANY,  $1.25  par  common. 

KMS  INDUSTRIES,  INC.,  $.01  par  common. 

KAISER  STEEL  CORPORATION,  $.66%  par 
common. 

KALVAR  CORPORATION,  $.02  par  capital 

KAMAN  CORPORATION,  Class  A,  $1.00  par 
common. 

KAMPGROUNDS  OF  AMERICA,  INC.,  $.12% 
par  common. 

KEARNEY  &  TRECKER  CORPORATION, 
$2.00  par  common. 

KELLWOOD  COMPANY,  No  par  common. 

KELLY  SERVICES,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

KEMPERCO,  INC.,  $5.00  par  common. 

KENTUCKY  CENTRAL  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY,  Class  A,  nonvoting,  $1.00  par 
common. 

KEYES  FIBRE  COMPANY,  $1.00  par  common. 

KEYSTONE  CUSTODIAN  FUNDS,  INC.,  Class 
A,  nonvoting,  no  par  common. 

KNAPE  &  VOGT  MANUFACTURING  COM¬ 
PANY,  $2.00  par  common. 

KNUDSEN  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

KOSS  CORPORATION,  $.01  par  common. 

KUHLMAN  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

KUSTOM  ELECTRONICS,  INC.,  $.10  par 
common. 

LA-Z-BOY  CHAIR  COMPANY,  $1.00  par 
common. 

LADD  PETROLEUM  CORPORATION,  $.10 
par  common. 

LANCASTER  COLONY  CORPORATION,  $4.00 
par  common. 

LANCE,  INC.,  $1.25  par  common. 

LANDMARK  BANKING  CORPORATION  OF 
FLORIDA,  $1.00  par  common. 

LAWSON  PRODUCTS,  INC.,  No  par  common, 
$1.00  Stated  value. 

LAWTER  CHEMICALS.  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

LEADVILLE  CORPORATION.  $1.00  par 
common. 

LEE  WAY  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

LEGGETT  &  PLATT,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

LIBERTY  HOMES.  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

LIBERTY  NATIONAL  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY,  $2.00  par  common-capital. 

LIFE  INSURANCE  COMPANY  OP  GEORGIA, 
$2.50  par  capital. 

LIFE  INVESTORS,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

LIN  BROADCASTING  CORPORATION,  $2.00 
par  common. 

LINCOLN  FIRST  BANKS,  INC.,  $10.00  par 
common;  $4.50  par  cumulative  preferred. 

LINCOLN  MORTGAGE  INVESTORS,  $1.00 
par  shares  of  beneficial  interest. 

LITCO  CORPORATION  OP  NEW  YORK,  $5.00 
par  common. 

LOCTTTE  CORPORATTON,  No  par  common. 

LONE  STAR  BREWING  COMPANY,  $1.00  par 
common. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  38,  NO.  172 — THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  6,  1973 


24278 


NOTICES 


LOWE’S  COMPANIES,  INC.,  $.50  par  com¬ 
mon. 

MCI  COMMUNICATIONS  CORPORATION, 
$.10  par  common. 

MLS  INDUSTRIES.  INC.,  $.10  par  common. 
MADISON  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  COMPANY, 
$8.00  par  common. 

MAJOR  REALTY  CORPORATION,  $.01  par 
common. 

MALLINCKRODT  CHE^^CAL  WORKS.  Class 

A.  nonvoting,  $1.00  par  common. _ 

MANCHESTER  LIFE  &  CASUALTY  MAN¬ 
AGEMENT  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

MANHATTAN  LIFE  INSURANCE  COMPANY, 
THE,  $2.00  par  guarantee  capital  shares. 
MANUFACTURERS  BANK  (Los  Angeles), 
$3.75  par  capital. 

MANUFACrrURERS  NATIONAL  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  $10.00  par  common. 

MARCUS  CORPORATION,  THE.  $1.00  par 
common. 

MARTHA  WHITE  FOODS,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

MARY  KAY  COSMETICS,  INC.,  $.10  par 
common. 

MARYLAND  NATIONAL  CORPORATION, 
$5.00  par  common. 

MAUI  LAND  &  PINEAPPLE  COMPANY, 
INC.  No  par  common. 

McCORMICK  &  COMPANY,  INC.  Non  voting, 
no  par  common. 

McQUAY-PERFEX  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 
MEASUREX  CORPORATION.  No  par  com¬ 
mon. 

MEDCOM,  INC.,  $.10  par  common. 

MEDIAN  MORTGAGE  INVESTORS.  No  par 
shares  of  beneficial  Interest. 

MEDIC-HOME  ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  $.10 
par  common. 

MEDICENTERS  OP  AMERICA,  INC.,  $1.00 
par  common. 

MEDTRONIC,  INC..  $.10  par  common. 

MELLON  NATIONAL  CORPORATION,  $1.00 
par  common. 

MERCANTHE  BANCORPORATION  INC., 
$5.00  par  common. 

MERVYN’S.  $1.00  par  common. 

MEYER.  FRED.  INC.,  Class  A.  no  par 
common. 

MICHIGAN  NATIONAL  CORPORATION, 
$10.00  par  common. 

MIDLANTIC  BANKS,  INC.,  $10.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

MIDWESTERN  UNITED  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY,  $1.00  par  common. 
l.IILLIPORE  CORPORATION,  $.16%  par 
common. 

MINNESOTA  FABRICS.  INC.,  $.05  par  com¬ 
mon. 

MRS.  SMITH’S  PIE  COMPANY,  $1.00  par 
common. 

MOGUL  CORPORATION,  THE.  No  par 
common. 

MONARCH  CAPITAL  CORPORATION,  $1.00 
par  common. 

MONFORT  OF  COLORADO,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

MONUMENTAL  CORPORATION,  $3.50  par 
common. 

MOORE,  SAMUEL  AND  COMPANY.  No  par 
common. 

MORTGAGE  INVESTORS  OF  WASHING¬ 
TON,  $1.00  par  shares  of  beneficial 
Interest. 

MOTOR  CLUB  OF  AMERICA,  $.50  par  com¬ 
mon. 

MUTUAL  SAVINGS  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY,  $1.00  par  common. 

MYERS  INDUSTRIES,  INC.  No  par  common. 
NBT  CORPORATION,  $4.00  par  common. 
NCNB  CORPORATION,  $2.50  par  common. 
NFF  CORPORATION,  $.10  par  common. 

NN  CORPORATION,  $5.00  par  common. 

NRG  INC.,  $.10  par  common. 

NATIONAL  CITY  CORPORATION,  $8.00  par 
common. 

NATIONAL  LIBERTY  CORPORATION,  $1.00 
par  common. 


NATIONAL  LIFE  OP  FLORIDA  CORPORA¬ 
TION.  $1.00  par  common. _ 

NATIONAL  MORTGAGE  FUND,  $1.00  par 
shares  of  beneficial  interest. 

NATIONAL  OLD  LINE  INSURANCE  COM¬ 
PANY,  Class  BB.  nonvoting  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

NATIONAL  PATENT  DEVELOPMENT  CX)R- 
PORATTON,  $.01  par  common. 

NATIONAL  STATE  BANK.  THE  (Elizabeth, 
New  Jersey) .  $4.00  par  common. 

NATIONAL  WESTERN  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY,  Class  A,  common. 

NATIONWIDE  CORPORATION.  Class  A,  $2.50 
par  common. 

NEW  ENGLAND  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  AS¬ 
SOCIATION,  $4.00  par  common. 

NEW  ENGLAND  MERCHANTS  COMPANY. 
INC.,  $5.00  par  common. 

NEW  JERSEY  NATIONAL  CORPORATION, 
$5.00  par  common. 

NEW  JERSEY  NATURAL  GAS  COMPANY, 
$5.00  par  conunon. 

NIELSEN.  A.  C.  COMPANY,  Class  A,  $1.00  par 
common.  Class  B,  $1.00  par  common. 

NORTH  CAROLINA  NATURAL  GAS  COR¬ 
PORATION,  $2.50  par  common. 

NORTHEAST  BANCORPORATION  INC.,  $5.00 
par  common. 

NORTHERN  CALIFORNIA  SAVINGS  AND 
LOAN  ASSOCIATION,  No  par  guarantee 
capital  stock. 

NORTHERN  STATES  BANCORPORATION. 
$5.00  par  common. 

NORTHRUP,  KING  &  COMPANY.  $1.00  par 
common. 

NORTHWEST  NATURAL  GAS  COMPANY, 
$3.00%  par  common. 

NORTHWESTERN  FINANCIAL  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  $1.00  par  common. 

NORTHWESTERN  NATIONAL  LIFE  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  COMPANY,  $1.25  par  common. 

NORTHWESTERN  PUBLIC  SERVKTE  COM¬ 
PANY,  $7.00  par  common. 

NORTRUST  CORPORATION,  $10.00  par 
common. 

NOXELL  CORPORATION,  Class  B,  nonvot¬ 
ing.  $1.00  par  common. 

OCEAN  DRILLING  &  EXPLORATION  COM¬ 
PANY.  $.50  par  common. 

OFFSHORE  LOGISTICS.  INC..  No  par  com¬ 
mon. 

OHIO  CASUALTY  CORPORATION,  $.50  par 
common. 

OIL  SHALE  CORPORATION.  THE.  $.15  par 
common. 

OLD  REPUBLIC  INTERNATIONAL  CORPO¬ 
RATION.  $1.00  par  common. 

OLYMPIA  BREWING  COMPANY,  $10.00  par 
common. 

OMEGA-ALPHA,  INC.,  $5.00  par  common. 

OPTICAL  COATING  LABORATORY,  INC.,  No 
par  common. 

ORBANCO,  INC.,  No  par  common. 

ORMONT  DRUG  &  CHEMICAL  COMPANY, 
INC.,  $.10  par  common. 

OTTER  TAIL  POWER  <X)MPANY,  $5.00  par 
common. 

OVERSEAS  NATIONAL  AIRWAYS.  INC.,  $1.00 
par  common. 

OZITE  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par  common. 

PVO  INTERNATIONAL  INC.,  $5.00  par  Com¬ 
mon. 

PABST  BREWING  6OMPANY,  No  par  com¬ 
mon. 

PACCAR  INC.,  $12.00  par  common. 

PACIFIC  GAMBLE  ROBINSON  COMPANY, 
$5.00  par  conunon. 

PACIFIC  LUMBER  COMPANY,  THE,  $3.33y3 
par  capital. 

PACIFIC  STANDARD  LIFE  COMPANY,  $1.00 
par  common. 

PAN  AMERICAN  BANCSHARES,  INC.,  $1.00 
par  common. 

PAN  OCEAN  OIL  <X)RPORATTON,  $.01  par 
common. 

PARK-OHIO  INDUSTRIES,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

PARKER  drilling  COMPANY,  $1.00  par 
common. 


PARKVIEW-GEM,  INC..  $1.00  par  common. 

PATRICK  PETROLEUM  COMPANY,  $.10  par 
common. 

PAULEY  PETROLEUM  INC.,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

PAY  LESS  DRUG  STORES  (CallfornU),  No 
par  common. 

PAY’N  SAVE  CORPORATION.  No  par  com¬ 
mon. 

PEACHTREE  DOORS  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

PEERLESS  INSURANCE  COMPANY,  $2.50  par 
common. 

PENNS'ITLVANIA  GAS  AND  WATER  COM¬ 
PANY.  No  par  common,  $10.00  stated  value. 

PENNS'YL VANIA  LIFE  COMPANY,  $.50  par 
common. 

PENNZOIL  OFFSHORE  GAS  OPERATORS 
INC.,  Class  B,  $1.00  par  common. 

PETERSON,  HOWELL  &  HEATHER.  INC.,  No 
par  common. 

PETRO-LEWIS  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par 
common. 

PETTTBONE  CORPORATION,  $10.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

PHILADELPHIA  LIFE  INSURANCE  COM¬ 
PANY,  $1.00  par  common. 

PHILADELPHIA  NATIONAL  CORPORATION, 
$1.00  par  common. 

PIEDMONT  AVIATION.  INC.,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

PIONEER  WESTERN  CORPORATION,  $1.00 
par  common. 

PITTSBURGH  NATIONAL  CORPORATION, 
$5.00  par  common. 

PLANNED  MARKETING  ASSOCIATES.  INC., 
$1.00  par  common. 

POPEIL  BROTHERS.  INC.,  $.40  par  common. 

POST  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par  common. 

POTT  INDUSTRIES  INC..  $1.00  par  common 

PRESTO  PRODUCTS.  INC.,  $.10  par  common, 

PRESTON  TRUCKING  COMPANY.  INC.,  $1 .00 
par  common. 

PRINCETON  AMERICAN  BANCORP,  $4  00 
par  common. 

PROFESSIONAL  GOLF  COMPANY,  $.50  par 
common. 

PROGRESSIVE  CORPORATION,  THE.  $1.00 
par  common. 

PROVIDENT  LIFE  AND  ACCIDENT  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  COMPANY,  $5.00  par  common. 

PROVIDENT  LIFE  INSURANCE  COMPANY. 
$2.50  par  common. 

PROVIDENT  NATIONAL  CORPORATION, 
$1 .00  par  common. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF  NORTH 
CAROLINA,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

PUBCO  CORPORATION,  $.40  par  common. 

QUALITY  INNS  INTERNATIONAL,  INC., 
$1.00  par  common. 

RAYCHEM  CORPORATION,  No  par  common. 

RAYGO,  INC.,  $.05  par  common. 

RA-FMOND  CORPORATION,  THE.  $1.50  par 
common. 

RECOGNITION  EQUIPMENT  INC..  $.25  par 
common. 

REDKEN  LABORATORIES,  INC.,  $.50  par 
common. 

REGENCY  ELECTRONICS,  INC.,  No  par  com¬ 
mon. 

REID-PROVIDENT  LABORATORIES,  INC.. 
$1.00  par  common. 

RELIANCE  UNIVERSAL,  INC.,  $1.25  par 
common. 

REPUBLIC  NATIONAL  BANK  OP  DALLAS. 
$6.00  par  common -capital. 

REPUBLIC  NATIONAL  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY,  $1.00  par  common. 

REYNOLDS  AND  REYNOLDS  COMPANY. 
THE.  Class  A,  $1.25  psu  common. 

RIGGS  NATIONAL  BANK  OP  WASHINGTON. 
D  C.,  THE.  $5.00  par  common. 

RIVAL  MANUFACTURING  COMPANY,  $1.00 
par  common. 

ROADWAY  EXPRESS.  INC.  No  par  common. 

ROUSE  COMPANY,  THE.  $.01  par  common. 

RUSSELL  STOVER  CANDIES.  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

SAFECO  CORPORATION,  $5.00  par  common. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  38,  NO.  172— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  6,  1973 


SAGA  ADMINISTRATIVE  CORPORATION, 
$1.00  par  common. 

ST.  PAUL  COMPANIES,  INC.,  THE,  $3.00  par 
common. 

SAMSONITE  CORPORATION.  No  par  com¬ 
mon. 

SANTA  ANITA  CONSOLIDATED,  INC.  No  par 
common. 

SCOPE  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

SCOTTISH  INNS  OP  AMERICA,  INC.,  $.10 
par  common. 

SCOTT’S  LIQUID  GOLD,  INC.,  $.10  par  com¬ 
mon. 

SCRIPTO,  INC.,  $.50  par  common. 

SEA  WORLD,  INC.,  $.60  par  common. 

SEALED  AIR  CORPORATION,  $.01  par  cap¬ 
ital. 

SEATTLE-FIRST  NATIONAL  BANK,  $10.00 
par  common. 

SECURITY  LIFE  AND  ACCIDENT  COMPANY, 
Series  A,  $2.00  par  common. 

SECURITY  NATIONAL  BANK  (New  York), 
$5.00  par  common. 

SECURITY  NEW  YORK  STATE  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  $5.00  par  common. 

SECURITY  PACIFIC  CORPORATION,  $10.00 
par  common. 

SEISCOM  DELTA  INC.,  $.10  par  common. 

SENSORMATIC  ELECTRONICS  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  $.01  par  common. 

SEVEN-UP  COMPANY,  THE.  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

SHAWMUT  ASSOCIATION,  INC.,  $5.00  par 
common. 

SHIPPERS  DISPATCH,  INC.,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

SHONEY’S  BIG  BOY  ENTERPRISES,  INC., 
$1.00  par  common. 

SHOP  RITE  POODS,  INC.,  $3.33 ‘/a  par  com¬ 
mon. 

SMITHPIELD  FOODS,  INC.,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

SNAP-ON  TOOLS  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par 
common. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  INSURANCE  COMPANY, 
$1.00  par  common. 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  FIRST  NATIONAL 
CORPORA'nON,  $5.00  par  common. 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  WATER  COM¬ 
PANY,  $6.00  par  common. 

SOUTHERN  INDUSTRIES  CORPORATION. 
No  par  common. 

SOUTHLAND  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION, 
$1.00  par  common. 

SOUTHLAND  PAPER  MILLS,  INC.  No  par 
common. 

SOUTHWEST  BANCSHARES,  INC.,  $5.00  par 
common. 

SOUTHWEST  GAS  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par 
common. 

SOUTHWESTERN  LIFE  CORPORA'nON, 
$2.50  par  common. 

SOVBRION  CORPORAnON,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

SPECTRA-PHYSICS,  INC.,  $.20  par  common. 

STA-RITE  INDUSTRIES,  INC.,  $2.00  par 
common. 

STANADYNE,  INC.,  $I  00  par  common. 

STANDARD  REGIST  R  COMPANY,  THE, 
$.50  par  common. 

STATE  STREET  BOS’!  ON  FINANCIAL  COR¬ 
PORAnON,  $10.00  par  common. 

STEAK  N  SHAKE.  INC.,  $.60  par  common. 

STORAGE  TECHNOLOGY  CORPORAnON, 
$.10  par  common. 

SUBURBAN  BANCORPORAnON,  $5.00  par 
common. 

SUGARDALE  POODS,  INC.  No  par  common. 

SUPERIOR  ELECTRIC  COMPANY,  THE,  $1.00 
par  common. 

SYNERCON  CORPORAnON,  $1.00  par  con- 
mon. 

T.I  M.E.-DC,  INC.,  $2.00  par  common,  $10.00 
par  convertible  preferred. 

TALLY  CORPORAnON,  $.16%  par  common. 

TAMPAX  INC.,  $.25  par  common. 

TAYLOR  WINE  COMPANY,  INC.,  THE.  $2.00 
par  common. 
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TELE-COMMUNICAnONS,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

TELECOM  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

TELECREDIT,  INC.,  $.01  par  common. 

TELEPHONE  UTILinES,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

TEENNESSEEE  VALLEY  BANCORP.,  INC., 
$6.66%  par  common. 

TEXAS  COMMERCE  BANCSHARES,  INC., 
$4.00  par  common. 

THERMO  ELECTRON  CORPORATION,  $1.00 
par  common. 

TIBURON  VINTNERS,  INC.,  $.25  par  com¬ 
mon. 

TIFFANY  &  COMPANY,  $1.00  par  common. 

TIME  HOLDINGS.  INC.,  $2.00  par  common. 

TITAN  GROUP,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

TORO  COMPANY,  THE,  $1.00  par  common. 

TOWLE  MANUFACTURING  COMPANY,  No 
par  common. 

TRACOR,  INC.  Common. 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORPORATION.  $.50  par  common. 

TRANSOCEAN  OIL,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

TRANSOHIO  FINANCIAL  CORPORAnON, 
$1.00  par  common. 

TRANSPORT  LIFE  INSURANCE  COMPANY, 
$1.00  par  common. 

TRIANGLE  CORPORAnON,  THE,  $.60  par 
common. 

TRICO  PRODUCTS  CORPORATION,  No  par 
common. 

TRITON  OIL  &  GAS  CORPORATION,  $1.00 
par  common. 

TWIN  DISC,  INC.  No  par  common. 

TYSON  FOODS.  INC.  Common. 

UB  FINANCIAL  CORPORAnON,  $5.00  par 
common. 

UNAC  INTERNAnONAL  CORPORAnON. 
Common. 

UNICAPITAL  CORPORAnON,  $1.00  par  com¬ 
mon. 

UNICOA  CORPORAnON,  $2.50  par  common. 

UNION  PLANTERS  CORPORAnON,  $6.00 
par  common. 

UNION  SPECIAL  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par 
common. 

UNITED  BANKS  CORPORATION  OF  NEW 
YORK,  $5.00  par  common. 

UNITED  BANKS  OF  COLORADO,  INC.,  $5.00 
par  common. 

UNITED  FIRST  FLORIDA  BANKS,  INC., 
$1.00  par  common. 

UNITED  FOUNDERS  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY,  $.25  par  common. 

UNITED  SERVICES  LIFE  INSURANCE  COM¬ 
PANY,  $1.00  par  common. 

U.S.  BANCORP,  $10.00  par  common. 

UNITED  STATES  BANKNOTE  CORPORA¬ 
nON,  $1.00  par  common. 

U.S.  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.  OP  DELAWARE, 
$1.00  par  common. 

UNITED  STATES  TRUST  COMPANY  OP 
NEW  YORK,  $5.00  par  capital. 

UNITED  TENNESSEE  BANCSHARES  COR¬ 
PORAnON,  $2.00  par  common. 

UNITED  VIRGINIA  BANKSHARES,  INC., 
$10.00  par  common. 

UNIVERSAL  POODS  CORPORATION,  $1.00 
par  common. 

UPPER  PENINSULA  POWER  COMPANY, 
$9.00  par  common. 

VAIL  ASSOCIATES.  INC.,  No  par  common. 

VALLEY  NAnONAL  BANK  OP  ARIZONA, 
$2.50  par  common. 

VAN  DYK  RESEARCH  CORPORAnON,  $.10 
par  common. 

VARIABLE  ANNUITY  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY,  THE,  $1.00  par  common. 

VICO  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par  common. 

VIRGINIA  NATIONAL  BANKSHARES,  INC., 
$5.00  par  common. 

VOLUME  SHOE  CORPORAnON,  $.60  par 
common. 

WAGNER  MINING  EQUIPMENT,  INC.,  $.10 
par  common. 
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WARNER  ELECTRIC  BRAKE  &  CLUTCH 
COMPANY,  $1.00  par  common. 

WASHINGTON  NATIONAL  CORPORATION, 
$5.00  par  common. 

WASHINGTON  NATURAL  GAS  COMPANY, 
$6.00  par  common. 

WASTE  MANAGEMENT,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

WEBB  RESOURCES,  INC.,  $.10  par  common. 

WEEDEN  &  COMPANY.  No  par  common. 

WEIGHT  WATCHERS  INTERNATIONAL, 
INC.,  $.25  par  common. 

WELLINGTON  MANAGEMENT  COMPANY. 
Class  A,  $.10  par  common. 

WESTERN  CASUALTY  AND  SURETY  COM¬ 
PANY,  THE,  $1.25  par  capital. 

WESTERN  COMPANY  OF  NORTH  AMERICA, 
THE,  $.30  par  common. 

WESTERN  GEAR  CORPORATION,  $1.00  par 
common. 

WESTERN  PUBLISHING  COMPANY,  INC., 
$1.00  par  common,  $2.50  stated  value. 

WESTMORELAND  COAL  COMPANY,  $5.00 
par  common. 

WETTERAU  FOODS,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

WHITE  SHIELD  CORPORAnON,  $.05  par 
common. 

WIEN  AIR  ALASKA,  INC.,  $1.00  par  common. 

WILLAMETTE  INDUSTRIES,  INC.,  $.50  par 
common. 

WINTER  PARK  TELEPHONE  COMPANY, 
THE,  $1.25  par  common. 

WISCONSIN  POWER  &  LIGHT  COMPANY, 
$5.00  par  common. 

WOLVERINE-PENTRONIX,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

WOODWARD  &  LOTHROP  INC.,  $10.00  par 
common. 

WORLD  SERVICE  LIFE  INSURANCE  COM¬ 
PANY,  $1.00  par  common. 

YELLOW  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  $1.00  par 
common. 

YOUNKER  BROTHERS,  INC.  No  par  com¬ 
mon. 

ZIONS  UTAH  BANCORPORAnON.  No  par 
common. 

(FR  Doc.73-18767  FUed  9-5-73; 8: 45  am  J 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

LEAD  AGENCY  ASSIGNMENTS 

Recommendations  of  the  Commission  on 
Government  Procurement 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  dis¬ 
seminate  to  interested  parties  the  names 
of  lead  agencies  official  contacts  and  task 
group  leaders  responsible  for  developing 
a  proposed  executive  branch  position  on 
the  149  recommendations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  Government  Procurement. 

The  person  whose  name  appears  first 
after  the  Agency  name  in  the  following 
list  is  that  agency’s  official  liaison  for  all 
matters  pertaining  to  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission  on  Government 
Procurement.  Immediately  following  are 
the  recommendations  for  which  the 
named  agency  is  responsible.  The  rec¬ 
ommendations  are  id«itified  by  the  Part 
of  the  report  in  which  they  appear  and 
their  numerical  designation  in  that  Part. 
For  instance,  B-11  represents  recom¬ 
mendation  in  Part  B  of  the  report.  Im¬ 
mediately  following  the  recommendation 
number  is  the  name  and  phone  number 
of  the  Task  Group  Leader  In  charge  of 
the  Agency’s  activity  for  the  indicated 
recommendation . 

Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11717  and 
President  Nixon’s  subsequent  statement 
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on  May  28,  1973,  the  General  Services 
Administration  is  now  responsible  for 
directing  and  coordinating  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  proposed  Executive  Branch  posi¬ 
tions  and  implementation  regarding  the 
issues  raised  by  the  recommendations  of 
the  Commissi<Ki  on  Government  Pro¬ 
curement.  The  responsibility  for  such 
activity  is  in  the  Office  of  Federal  Man¬ 
agement  Policy,  Office  of  Procurement 
Management  (AMC),  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20405. 
All  questions  or  correspondence  regard¬ 
ing  procedures  or  coordination  relative 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  Government  Procurement  should 
in  the  future  be  addressed  to  that  office. 
Attention: 

Mr.  H.  E.  Tetirick  (202-343-6194) . 

Lead  Agency: 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION: 

Joseph  L.  Smith  (301-973-4123), 
Director  of  Contracts,  Washington, 
D.C.  20545. 


COOP  Record  No.  Contact  Telephone 


B-11 . .-.-i.  C.  Armstrong .  301-973^542 

B-12 . D.  Shiller .  301-973-3316 

0-13  to  0-20 _ T.  J.  Davin . 30I-97S-4.542 

G-21  to  G-24 . H.  B.  Ragan .  301-973-4383 

H-4  and  5 _ i . . do .  301-973-4383 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION: 

Donald  J.  Blglln  (202-632-6161),  Direc¬ 
tor,  Bureau  of  Management  Services, 
1900  E  Street  NW.,  Room  5554,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20415. 


COGP  Record  No.  Contact  Telephone 


A-15  to  17  and  20....  A.  W.  Howerton _  202-632-6013 

A-18  and  19 . W.  R.  Collins .  202-632-5631 

A-21 . J.  J.  Bean .  202-632-5653 


DEPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE: 

T.  M.  Baldauf  (202-447-3937),  Director, 
Office  of  Plant  and  Operations,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20250. 


COGP  Record  No. 

Contact 

Telephone 

D-16 . 

B.  D.  Ensley _ 

...  202-447-3,571 

D-17 . 

R.  P.  Bartlett _ 

...  302-447-4638 

Lead  Agency: 

DEPARTMENT  OP  DEFENSE: 

BG  M.  J.  Tashjlan,  USAP  (202-697- 
7909),  Director  of  Procurement 
Policy,  OASD  (I.  &  L.),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense,  Washington,  D.C. 
20301. 


COGP  Record  No. 

Contact 

Telephone 

A-2to  A-11 . 

L.  E.  Hopkins . 

202-697-2026 

A-28 . 

C.  E.  Deardorff . 

202-695-7092 

A-‘29,  39,  A-40  to 

A-42 . 

A.  Kollios . . . 

202-697-6329 

A-32 . 

E.  F.  Smith . 

202-697-0536 

A-33 . 

J.  Perrv . 

202-69.5-2267 

A-34 . 

P.  E.  Wight . . 

202-695-0708 

A-35 . s. 

H.  H.  Conner . 

202-69.5-6709 

A-36 . 

C.  P.  Downer _ 

202-6<i7-0729 

A-37 . 

R.  E.  Larkin . . 

202-274-7714 

B-5 . 

W.  N.  Jackomis . 

202-697-3684 

B-IO . 

202-69.5-702!* 

C-1  to  C-8  and  10 

12. 

C-9 . 

R.  E.  Coffin . 

202-697-4176 

F.  S.  Petersen . 

202-697-93.51 

D-7 .  -  - 

N.  L.  Wilansky _ _ 

202-695-4569 

G-1  to  0-12-.-----^=:- 

J.  Phelan _ ^ _ 

202-692-7136 

H-1  to  H-3 

O.  J.  Keefe. „ii.-  - 

202-274-6441 

DEPARTMENT  OP  HEALTH,  EDUCATION 
AND  WELFARE: 

John  M.  Donovan  (202-963-3343),  Act¬ 
ing  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Grants  and  Procurement  Management, 
Washington,  D  C.  20201. 


COOP 

Record  No. 

Contact 

Telephone 

A-38 . 

. A.  Schwartz . . 

....  202-443-2710 

F-1 _ 

....  202-755-7690 

Lead  Agency: 

DEPARTMENT  OP  JUSTICE: 

Mr.  Irving  Jaffe  (202-739-3306), 
Deputy  Assistant  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral,  ClvU  Division,  Room  3607, 
Washington,  D.C.  20530. 


COGP 

Record  No.  Contact  Telephone 


J-1 . M.  M.  Weinstein .  202-739-3352 


DEPARTMENT  OP  LABOR: 

Mr.  Richard  Strom  (202-961-2094),  Office 
of  Procurement  Policy  (OPP),  Room 
6213,  Main  Labor  BuUdlng,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20210. 


COOP 

Record  No. 

Contact 

Telephone 

A-43 . 

902-961 -.34M 

J  n  Hall 

...  202-3R2-8A51 

A-45 . 

. L.  Gold . 

.  202-961-2673 

DEPARTMENT  OP  TRANSPORTATION: 

Mr.  Douglas  L.  Siegel  (202-426-4237), 
Director,  Installations  and  Logistics, 
Washington,  D.C.  20590. 


COOP 

Contact 

Telephone 

Record  No. 

B-9 . 

D.L.  Siegel . 

_  202-426-4237 

Lead  Agency: 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION: 

Mr.  M.  J.  Timbers  (703-557-8667), 
Ck>mmissloner,  Federal  Supply 
Service,  Washington,  D.C.  20405. 


COGP  Record  No. 

Contact 

Telephone 

A-30  and  31 . 

J.  J.  Lordan . 

202-343-7747 

n-1  aiirl  5 

703-557-8640 

D-2 . 

T.  F.  Parsons . 

703-557-8570 

D-3  and  4 . . . 

C.  C.  Travis . 

703-557-7.500 

D-6 . 

C.  D.  Yeakel . 

703-557-8604 

D-8to  D-10 . 

F.  D.  Kehew . 

703-557-8470 

D-11  to  D-15 . 

J.  L.  DeProspero.. 

202-2.54-3370 

D-18 . 

H.  D.  Miller . 

703-557-8510 

D-19 . 

J.  F.  Reutemann.. 

7fl3-.557-8500 

E-1  to  F.-t  _ 

W.  A.  Meisen . 

202-343-4731 

F-2 . 

P.  A.  Marcantonio. 

302-313-3816 

J-2 . ..- . 

P.  O.  Read. . 

703-557-7560 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION: 

Mr.  George  J.  Vecchlettl  (202-755-2255), 
Director  of  Procurement,  Washington, 
D  C.  20546. 


COOP  Record  No.  Contact  Telephone 


A-12to  A-14... . E.  Golden... .  202-7.55-2242 

B-7  and  K. . _ E.  M.  James .  202-7.5.5-8263 

1-14  to  1-16 . i . L.  Rawicz .  202-755-3982 


Lead  Agency: 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION: 

Mr.  WUbur  W.  Bolton,  Jr.  (202-632- 
5772),  Acting  Deputy  Assistant 
Director  for  Administration,  1800 
G  Street  NW.,  Room  640,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20550. 


COGP  Record  No.  Contact  Telephone 


B-1  to  B-1 .  R.L.Bisplinghoff.  302-632-4376 

I-l  to  1-13 . Dr.  B.  Ancher- 

Johnsoii .  202-967-3111 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET: 
Mr.  James  D.  Currie  (202-395-5193), 
Organization  and  Special  Projects  Di¬ 
vision,  Room  10236,  NEOB,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20503. 


COGP 

Record  No. 

Contact 

Telephone 

A-1 . 

A-22to  A-26 _ 

....  D.  C.  Mccum . 

_ J.  Currie . 

.  202-395-4980 
.  202-895-51<t3 

A-27 . 

B-6 _ 

....  O.  H.  Strauss . 

.  202-895-8172 

THE  RENEGOTIATION  BOARD: 

Dr.  George  Lenches  (202-254-8256),  2000 
M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20446. 

COGP 

Record  No. 

Contact 

Telephone 

J-3  to  J-6 . . 

....  O.  Lenches . 

.  202-264  8256 

Lead  Agency: 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION: 
Mr.  Robert  F.  McDermott  (202-382- 
5050),  Director,  Office  of  Procure¬ 
ment  Assistance,  1441  L  Street 
NW.,  Room  622,  Washington,  D.C. 
20416. 


COOP 

Record  No. 

Contact 

Telephone 

A-47toA-49....; 

;•...  R.  F.  McDermott... 

202-382  6060 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C,  on  Au¬ 
gust  28,  1973. 

Harold  S.  Trimmer,  Jr., 
Associate  Administrator 
ior  Federal  Management  Policy. 
[PR  Doc.73-18722  Piled  9-6-73:8:46  am] 

INTERIM  COMPLIANCE  PANEL 

(COAL  MINE  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY) 

EASTERN  ASSOCIATED  COAL  CORP. 

Application  for  Renewal  Permit;  Notice  of 
Opportunity  for  Public  Hearing 

Application  for  Renewal  Permit  for 
Noncompliance  with  the  Interim  Man¬ 
datory  Dust  Standard  (2.0  mg/m“)  has 
been  received  as  follows: 

ICP  Docket  No.  20113,  Eastern  Associated 
Coal  Corporation,  Joanne  Mine,  USBM  ID 
No.  46  01430  0,  Rachel,  West  Virginia,  Sec¬ 
tion  ID  No.  004-0  (  3  South  Mains),  Section 
ID  No.  017-0  (2  Rlght-1  West),  Section 
ID  No.  016-0  (1  Left-3  West),  Section  ID 
No.  012-0  (16  Left-2  South),  Section  ID 
No.  013-0  (8  Rlght-3  East),  Section  ID 
No.  014-0  (3  West  Mains) . 
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In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  202(b)  (4)  (30  U.S.C.  842(b)  (4) ) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969  (83  Stat.  742,  et  seq.. 
Pub.  L.  91-173),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an 
application  for  renewal  may  be  filed 
within  15  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice.  Requests  for  public  hearing  must 
be  filed  in  accordance  with  30  CFR  Part 
505  (35  FR  11296,  July  15,  1970),  as 
amended,  copies  of  which  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Panel  on  request. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  inspection  and  requests  for  public 
hearing  may  be  filed  in  the  ofiBce  of  the 
Correspondence  Control  OflBcer,  Interim 
Compliance  Panel,  Room  800,  1730  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

George  A.  Hornbeck, 

Chairman, 

Interim  Compliance  Panel. 
August  31, 1973. 

[FR  Doc.73-18870  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 

RENEGOTIATION  BOARD 

PERSONS  HOLDING  PRIME  CONTRACTS 
OR  SUBCONTRACTS  FOR  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  BY  WATER  AS  COMMON 
CARRIER 

Extension  of  Time  for  Filing  Financial  State¬ 
ments  Under  the  Renegotiation  Act  of 
1951 

Every  person  who  held  a  prime  con¬ 
tract  or  subcontract  for  transportation 
by  water  as  a  common  carrier  at  any 
time  during  the  calendar  year  1972  is 
hereby  granted  an  extension  of  time  im- 
til  December  1, 1973  for  filing  a  financial 
statement  for  such  year  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  105(e)(1)  of  the  Renegotiation  Act 
of  1951,  as  amended. 

Dated  August  31, 1973. 

W.  S.  Whitehead, 

Chairman. 

I  FR  Doc.73-18928  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Application  No.  01/01-5273] 

MASSACHUSETTS  VENTURE  CAPITAL 
CORP. 

Notice  of  Application  for  a  License  as  a 
Small  Business  Investment  Company 

An  application  for  a  license  to  operate 
as  a  small  business  investment  company 
under  the  provisions  of  section  301(d)'  of 
the  Small  Business  Investment  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (15  U.S.C.  461  et  seq.), 
has  been  filed  by  Massachusetts  Venture 
Capital  Corporation  (applicant)  with  the 
Small  Business  Administration  (SBA) 
pursuant  to  13  CFR  107.102  (1973) . 

The  ofBcers  and  directors  of  the  appli¬ 
cant  are  as  follows: 

Thomas  J.  Brown,  12  Hickory  Lane,  Canton, 
Massachusetts  02021,  President,  Director. 
George  H.  Whitney,  282  Beacon  Street,  Bos¬ 
ton,  Massachusetts  02116,  Treasurer,  Di¬ 
rector. 


Richard  A.  Soden,  42  Gray  Street,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02116,  Clerk. 

Evelyn  M.  Beasley,  28  Cobb  Place,  Newton, 
Massachusetts  02168,  Director. 

Hamilton  Coolldge,  235  Goddard  Avenue, 
Brookline,  Massachusetts  02146,  Director. 
Leland  Goldberg,  14  Marcus  Road,  Sharon, 
Massachusetts  02067,  Director. 

John  H.  Lamothe,  53  Cypress  Road,  Wellesley 
Hills,  Mass.  02181,  Director. 

Herbert  Lyken,  349  Chestnut  Street,  Ran¬ 
dolph,  Massachusetts  02368,  Director, 

Alan  T.  Monroe,  493  Blue  Hills  Parkway,  Mil- 
ton,  Massachusetts  02186,  Director. 

Calvin  V.  Perry,  25  O'Rourke  Path,  Newton 
Centre,  Mass.  02159,  Director. 

Vincent  Ryan,  104  Pleasant  Valley  Road, 
Westwood,  Massachusetts  02090,  Director. 
Henry  B.  Shepard,  Jr.,  34  Spooner  Road, 
Chestnut  Hill,  Mass.  02167,  Director. 

R.  Courtney  Whltln,  Jr.,  118  Myrtle  Street, 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02114,  Director. 

The  applicant,  a  Massachusetts  cor¬ 
poration  with  its  principal  place  of  busi¬ 
ness  located  at  100  Federal  Street,  Bos¬ 
ton,  Massachusetts  02110,  will  begin  op¬ 
erations  with  $710,000  of  paid-in  capital 
and  paid-in  surplus,  consisting  of  $135,- 
000  of  Common  Stock  having  all  voting 
rights,  $70,000  of  CHass  A  Preferred  Stock, 
and  $505,000  of  Class  B  Preferred  Stock. 
The  Voting  Common  Stock  will  be  owned 
by  The  Boston  Urban  Foundation,  a 
charitable  trust,  located  at  90  Warren 
Street,  Roxbury,  Massachusetts  02119. 
The  Massachusetts  Business  Develop¬ 
ment  Corporation  located  at  1  Boston 
Place,  Boston,  Massachusetts  02106,  will 
be  the  sole  owner  of  the  Class  A  Preferred 
Stock.  The  Class  B  Preferred  Stock  will 
be  owned  by  twelve  stockholders,  includ¬ 
ing  among  others,  four  Insurance  Com¬ 
panies,  four  Banks,  and  two  Universities. 

The  applicant  will  not  concentrate  its 
investments  in  any  particular  industry. 
As  a  small  business  investment  company 
under  section  301(d)  of  the  Act,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  has  been  organized  and  chartered 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  performing  the 
functions  and  conducting  the  activities 
contemplated  under  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  from 
time  to  time,  and  will  provide  assistance 
solely  to  small  business  concerns  which 
will  contribute  to  a  well-balanced  na¬ 
tional  economy  by  facilitating  ownership 
in  such  concerns  by  persons  whose  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  free  enterprise  system 
is  hampered  because  of  social  or  eco¬ 
nomic  disadvantages. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  applicant  include  the  general 
business  reputation  and  character  of  the 
proposed  owners  and  management,  and 
the  probability  of  successful  operation 
of  the  applicant  under  their  manage¬ 
ment,  including  adequate  profitability 
and  financial  soundness,  in  accordance 
with  the  Small  Business  Investment  Act 
and  the  SBA  rules  and  regulations. 

Any  person  may,  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  21,  1973,  submit  to  SBA  written  com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposed  applicant.  Any 
such  communication  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment,  Small  Business  Adminis¬ 
tration,  1441  L  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20416. 


A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  published 
in  a  newspaper  of  general  circulation  in 
Boston,  Massachusetts. 

Dated:  August  31, 1973. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.73-18876  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

NATIONAL  CEMETERY  SYSTEM 
Notice  of  Acquisition 

The  Veterans  Administration  gives  no¬ 
tice  that  in  accordance  with  Pub.  L.  93- 
43  there  was  established  in  the  Veterans 
Administration  on  June  18,  1973,  a  Na¬ 
tional  Cemetery  System  for  the  inter¬ 
ment  of  deceased  servicemen  and  veter¬ 
ans.  The  National  Cemetery  System  shall 
consist  of : 

a.  National  cemeteries  transferred  from 
the  Department  of  the  Army  to  the  Vet¬ 
erans  Administration  by  the  National 
Cemeteries  Act  of  1973  on  September  1, 
1973. 

b.  Cemeteries  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Veterans  Administration  on  June  18, 
1973. 

c.  Any  other  cemetery,  memorial,  or 
monument  transferred  to  the  Veterans 
Administration  by  the  National  Cemeter¬ 
ies  Act  of  1973,  or  later  acquired  or  de¬ 
veloped  by  the  Administrator. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Public 
Law  93-43,  notice  is  further  given  that  all 
rules,  regulations,  orders,  permits,  and 
other  privileges  issued  or  granted  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  with  respect  to  the  cemeteries, 
memorials,  and  monuments  transferred 
to  the  Veterans  Administration  by  this 
Act,  unless  contrary  to  the  provisions  of 
such  Act,  shall  remain  in  full  force  and 
effect  until  modified,  suspended,  over¬ 
ruled,  or  otherwise  changed  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  Veterans  Affairs,  by  any 
court  of  competent  jurisdiction,  or  by 
operation  of  law. 

Dated  August  31,  1973. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

[seal]  Rufus  H.  Wilson, 

Associate  Deputy  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.73-18844  Filed  9-5-73:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

ILLINOIS  DEVELOPMENTAL  PLAN 

Modifications  to  Illinois  Developmental 
Plan 

1.  Submission  of  modifications. — Pur¬ 
suant  to  section  18(c)  of  the  Occupa- 
tlonal  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970  (29 
U.S.C.  667)  and  §  1902.12  of  Title  29. 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  modifications  to  the 
Occupatimial  Safety  and  Health  Plan  for 
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the  State  of  Illinois  have  been  submitted 
to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  for 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health.  The 
State  made  these  modifications  in  re- 
sp>onse  to  public  comments  received  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  notice  of  submission  of  the 
Illinois  Plan  and  its  availability  for  pub¬ 
lic  comment  which  appeared  at  38  FR 
2188.  * 

The  public  comments  from  groups  rep¬ 
resenting  employers  and  workers  and 
one  individual  included  requests  for  a 
hearing  on  the  plan  on  the  basis  of  par¬ 
ticularized  objections  to  its  standards- 
setting  procedures,  certain  penalty 
questions  and  coverage  of  political  sub¬ 
division  employees,  among  others.  The 
clarifications  and  modifications  submit¬ 
ted  by  the  State  seem  to  cure  the  alleged 
inadequacies  of  the  plan,  and  accord¬ 
ingly  there  appear  to  be  no  outstanding 
objections  warranting  a  hearing.  Conse¬ 
quently,  the  several  requests  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  are  hereby  denied.  However,  it  is 
appropriate  to  afford  under  §  1902.12  of 
Title  29,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  an 
additional  opportunity  for  public  com¬ 
ment  on  the  modifications  of  the  plan. 

The  modifications,  to  which  comments 
which  will  be  considered  in  the  Assistant 
Secretary’s  decision  on  the  plan  should 
be  addressed,  include  the  following: 
recordkeeping  and  reporting  regulations; 
a  revised  timetable  for  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  Plan;  variance  regulations  to 
be  patterned  after  29  CFR  Part  1905; 
provision  for  the  adoption  of  Federal 
Standards  and  the  abrogation  of  existing 
niinois  Health  and  Safety  Rules;  a  de¬ 
tailed  description  of  the  State’s  variance 
procedures;  coverage  of  public  em¬ 
ployees;  a  description  of  its  voluntary 
compliance  program;  draft  Rules  of 
Procedure  for  Promulgating,  Modifying 
or  Revoking  Occupational  Safety  or 
Health  Standards  and  Rules  of  Proce¬ 
dure  for  Advisory  Committees  on  Stand¬ 
ards;  course  outlines  to  be  used  in  the 
State’s  training  program  for  its  inspec¬ 
tors  and  its  Industrial  Hygiene  Unit  and 
an  increase  in  staff  of  the  Industrial 
Hygiene  Unit;  provision  for  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  written  comments  pursuant  to  the 
State’s  standards-setting  procedure;  and 
a  letter  from  the  Office  of  the  Governor 
reaffirming  its  support  and  approval  of 
the  Plan  as  modified. 

Included  in  the  modifications  are  also 
proposals  for  the  following  amendments 
to  the  State’s  legislation:  deletion  of  the 
provision  for  Independent  review  of  the 
findings  of  the  Industrial  Hygiene  Unit; 
deletion  of  the  requirement  that  every 
petition  for  a  hearing  on  a  procK>sed 
standard  must  be  signed  by  (5)  employ¬ 
ees  or  (5)  employers  or  by  a  majority  of 
employers  in  a  specified  industry;  provi¬ 
sion  for  a  penalty  for  the  violation  of 
posting  requirements;  provisions  for  no¬ 
tices  of  public  hearings  on  proposed 
standards  to  appear  in  a  newspaper  of 
general  circulation  within  the  state; 
amendment  of  its  pro'fision  for  judicial 
review  of  standards  to  provide  that  the 
petition  for  judicial  review  shall  not 
cerate  as  an  automatic  stay  of  a  stand¬ 
ard;  provisi(xi  for  a  criminal  penalty  for 
the  falsification  of  records;  provision  re¬ 
quiring  the  posting  of  variance  applica- 
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tions  at  places  where  employee  notices 
are  normally  posted;  provision  for  the 
publishing  of  decisions  relating  to  stand¬ 
ards  in  a  newspaper  of  general  circula¬ 
tion  within  the  state;  provision  that 
temporary  variances  shall  remain  in 
effect  for  a  maximum  of  two  years;  and 
provision  that  all  rules  made  by  the 
Industrial  Commission  shall  be  published 
annually. 

2.  Location  of  plan  for  inspection  and 
copying. — A  copy  of  the  plan  with  modi¬ 
fications,  may  be  inspected  and  copied 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations:  Office  of  Federal  and 
State  Operations,  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  305, 
400  First  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20210;  Assistant  Regional  Director,  Oc¬ 
cupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  300 
South  Wacker  Drive,  Room  1201,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  60606;  and  Dlinois  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor,  or  Illinois  Industrial 
Commission,  160  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60601. 

3.  Public  participation. — Interested 
persons  are  hereby  given  imtil  October  8, 
1973,  to  submit  to  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  wrritten  data,  views,  and  arguments 
concerning  the  plan,  as  modified.  The 
submissions  are  to  be  addressed  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Federal  and  State 
Operations,  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  Railway  Labor 
Building,  Room  305,  400  First  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210.  The  writ¬ 
ten  comments  will  be  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  and  copying  at  the  above 
address. 

After  consideration  has  been  given  to 
all  material  submitted,  a  final  decision 
as  to  the  approval  or  disapproval  of  the 
modified  plan  will  be  issued. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  23d 
day  of  Augxist  1973. 

John  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc.73-18798  Piled  9-5-73; 8: 45  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  335] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

August  31, 1973. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation,  or  oral  argument 
appear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
’The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 
No  amendments  will  be  entertained  after 
September  6, 1973. 

MC  127834  Sub  87,  Cherokee  Hauling  & 
Rigging,  Inc.,  now  assigned  October  2, 
1973,  at  WashlngtcHi,  D.C.,  is  cancelled 


and  transferred  to  modified  procedure. 

W  552  Sub  15,  American  Commercial 
Barge  Line  Co.,  W  654  Sub  8,  Warrior 
&  Gulf  Navigation  Company — Exten¬ 
sion — Tug  &  Barge,  now  assigned  Octo¬ 
ber  29,  1973,  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  in 
the  East  Court  Room,  U.S.  Court  of 
Appeals,  600  Camp  Street. 

MC  33919  Sub  7,  Fairchild  General 
Freight,  Inc.,  now  assigned  October  4, 
1973,  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  is  postponed 
indefinitely. 

MCC  8105,  Leavitts  Freight  Service,  Inc., 
V.  Contract  Carrier  Service,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  hearing  October  4,  1973 
(2  days),  will  be  held  in  Room  40, 
Multnomah  Bldg.,  319  SW.  Pine  Street. 
Portland,  Oreg. 

MC-F-11875,  Ace  Doran  Hauling  & 
Rigging  Co. — Purchase  (Portion)  — 
Smith’s  Truck  Lines,  now  being  as¬ 
signed  hearing  October  16,  1973,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington.  D.C. 

MC-P-11890,  Howard  Sober,  Inc. — Pur¬ 
chase  (Portion) — Insured  Transport¬ 
ers,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  hearing 
October  17,  1973,  at  the  Offices  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C, 

MC  52110  Sub  133,  Brady  Motorfrate, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  hearing  Oc¬ 
tober  17,  1973,  at  the  Offices  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

MC  107515  Sub  847,  Refrigerated  Trans¬ 
port  Co.,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  hear¬ 
ing  October  23,  1973,  at  the  Offices  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C. 

MC  83835  Sub  101,  Wales  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  hearing 
October  29,  1973,  at  the  Offices  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C. 

I.  &  S.  8865,  T.OF.C.  Service,  Between 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  New  England 
Points,  now  assigned  September  12, 
1973,  is  cancelled. 

MC-76032  Sub  297,  Navajo  Freight  Lines. 
Inc.,  now  assigned  September  10,  1973, 
at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  is  cancelled  and 
the  application  is  dismissed. 

MC  97699  Sub  39,  Barber  Transporta¬ 
tion  Co.,  now  being  assigned  hearing 
October  1,  1973  (2  wks.),  at  Denver, 
Colo.,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC  76032  Sub  290,  Navajo  Freight  Lines, 
Inc.,  application  dismissed. 

MC  29120  Sub  157,  All-American,  Inc., 
application  dismissed. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18913  Filed  9-5-73;8:46  am] 


[Sec.  5a  Application  No.  110[ 

FLORIDA  SPECIALIZED  CARRIERS 
INTERSTATE  RATE  CONFERENCE,  INC. 

Application  for  Approval  of  Agreement 
August  15,  1973. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  approval  of  an  agreement  under 
the  provisions  of  Section  5a  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act. 
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Filed  July  27, 1973  by: 

A.  M.  Downey,  Jr.,  General  Manager 
Florida  Specialized  Carriers  Interstate  Rate 

Conference.  Inc. 

1021  Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Building 
600  West  Water  St. 

Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202. 

Agreement  involves:  Organization  and 
procedures  between  and  among  common 
carriers  by  motor  vehicle,  members  of 
the  Florida  Specialized  Carriers  Inter¬ 
state  Rate  Conference,  Inc.,  relative  to 
the  joint  consideration.  Initiation,  estab¬ 
lishment  and  change  of  rates,  rules,  regu¬ 
lations,  classifications  and  practices  ap¬ 
plicable  thereto,  for  the  transportation, 
in  Interstate  commerce,  of  articles  re¬ 
quiring  specialized  handling  because  of 
size  or  weight  and  oilfield,  refinery,  and 
pijjeline  machinery,  materials,  supplies, 
and  equipment  between  points  in  the 
State  of  Rorida. 

The  complete  application  may  be  in¬ 
spected  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission 
in  Washington,  D.C. 

Any  person  desiring  to  protest  and 
participate  in  this  proceeding  shall  notify 
the  Commission  in  by  September  26, 
1973.  As  provided  by  the  General  Rules 
of  Practice  of  the  Commission,  persons 
other  than  applicants  should  fully  dis¬ 
close  their  interest,  and  the  position  they 
Intend  to  take  with  respect  to  the  appli¬ 
cation.  Otherwise,  the  Commission,  in  its 
discretion,  may  proceed  to  investigation 
and  determine  the  matters  involved 
without  public  hearing. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18924  Filed  9-6-73;8:45  am] 


[No.  MC-C-81021 

HAGERSTOWN  MOTOR  EXPRESS  CO.,  INC. 

Petition  for  Deciaratory  Order;  Extension 
of  Time  for  Fiiing  Comments 

August  30,  1973. 

By  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  19,  1973  (38  FR  19303), 
all  persons  desiring  to  participate  in  this 
proceeding  were  directed  to  file  an  orig¬ 
inal  and  fifteen  (15)  copies  of  written 
representations,  views,  and  arguments  on 
or  before  September  10, 1973. 

At  the  request  of  the  Maryland  Public 
Service  Commission,  the  time  for  filing 
such  representations  has  been  extended 
imtil  October  1,  1973. 

A  copy  of  each  representation  shall 
also  be  filed  on  petitioner’s  representa¬ 
tive,  Charles  E.  Creager,  Suite  523,  816 
Easley  Street,  Silver  Spring,  Md.  20910. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18914  Filed  9-6-73:8:46  am] 

[Ex  Parte  No.  241;  Third  Rev.  Exemption  No. 
22;  Arndt.  3] 

EXEMPTION  UNDER  PROVISION  OF 
MANDATORY  CAR  SERVICE  RULES 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Third 
Revised  Exemption  No.  22  Issued  Janu¬ 
ary  12,  1973. 


It  is  ordered.  That,  under  authority 
vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule  19, 
Third  Revised  Exemption  No.  22  to  the 
Mandatory  Car  Service  Rules  ordered  in 
Ex  Parte  No.  241  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
amended  to  expire  October  31,  1973. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
August  31,  1973. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  27, 
1973. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.73-18916  Filed  9-6-73:8:45  am] 


[Rev.  S.O.  994,  l.C.C.  Order  76,  Arndt.  3] 

READING  CO. 

Rerouting  or  Diversion  of  Traffic 

Upon  further  consideration  of  l.C.C. 
Order  No.  76  (Reading  Company,  Rich¬ 
ardson  Dilworth,  and  Andrew  L.  Lewis, 
Jr.,  Trustees)  and  good  cause  appear¬ 
ing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

l.C.C.  Order  No.  76  be,  and  it  is 
hereby,  amended  by  substituting  the 
following  paragraph  (g)  for  paragraph 
(g)  thereof: 

(g)  Expiration  date. — This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  November  15,  1973, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or 
suspended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
amendment  shall  become  effective  at 
11:59  p.m.,  August  31,  1973,  and  that 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon 
the  Association  of  American  Railroads, 
Car  Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all 
railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  service 
and  car  hire  agreement  under  the  terms 
of  that  agreement,  and  upon  the 
American  Short  Line  Railroad  Associa¬ 
tion;  and  that  it  be  filed  with  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Au¬ 
gust  23,  1973. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.73-18916  Filed  9-5-73:8:46  am] 


[Sec.  5a  Application  No.  46;  Arndt.  9] 

SOUTHERN  MOTOR  CARRIERS  RATE 
CONFERENCE,  INC. 

Notice  of  Approval  of  Amendment  to 
Agreement 

August  15,  1973. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  an 
application  in  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding  for  approval  of  an  amendment 
to  the  agreement  therein  approved. 

Filed  August  6, 1973  by: 

W.  C.  Brown,  Jr. 

Southern  Motor  Carriers  Rate  Conference, 
Inc. 

1307  Peachtree  St.  NE. 

Atlanta,  OA  30309 
Attorney-In-Fact. 

Robert  E.  Born 
J.  Michael  May 
1000  Fulton  Federal  Building 


Atlanta,  OA  30303 
Of  Counsel. 

The  amendment  involves:  Establish 
a  South-Western  Interterritorial  Com¬ 
mittee  in  lieu  of  the  South-Southwest 
and  South-Middlewest  Interterritorial 
Committees,  and  make  other  incidental 
changes  made  necessary  by  the  forego¬ 
ing  change. 

The  complete  amended  application 
may  be  inspected  at  the  Office  of  the 
Commission  in  Washington,  D.C. 

Any  person  desiring  to  protest  and 
participate  in  this  proceeding  shall  notify 
the  Commission  in  writing  on  or  before 
September  26,  1973.  As  provided  by  the 
general  rules  of  practice  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  persons  other  than  applicants 
should  fully  disclose  their  interest,  and 
the  position  they  intend  to  take  with 
respect  to  the  application.  Otherwise,  the 
Commission,  in  its  discretion,  may  pro¬ 
ceed  to  investigation  and  determine  the 
matters  involved  without  public  hearing. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18917  Filed  9-5-73;8;45  am] 


[Notice  No.  20] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

August  31,  1973. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  (except  as  otherwise  specifically 
noted,  each  applicant  states  Uiat  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the  qual¬ 
ity  of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  application) ,  to  op¬ 
erate  over  deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
imder  the  C?ommissions’s  Revised  Devia¬ 
tion  Rules-Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers, 
1969  (49  CFR  1042.2(c)(9))  and  notice 
thereof  to  all  interested  persons  is  hereby 
given  as  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
1042.2(c)(9)). 

Protests  against  theuse  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
1042.2(c)(9))  at  any  time,  but  will  not 
operate  to  stay  commencement  of  the 
proposed  operations  imless  filed  by  Octo¬ 
ber  8,  1973. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s  Re¬ 
vised  Deviation  Rules-Motor  Carriers  of 
property,  1969,  will  be  numbered  con¬ 
secutively  for  convenience  in  identifica¬ 
tion  and  protests,  if  any,  should  refer 
to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC-1515  (Deviation  No.  660) 
(Cancels  Deviation  No.  650),  GREY¬ 
HOUND  LINES,  INC.  (Eastern  Divi¬ 
sion),  1400  West  Third  St.,  Cleveland, 
Ohio  44113,  filed  August  14,  1973.  Car¬ 
rier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  express  and 
newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
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follows:  Prom  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  291  and  Interstate  Highway  95 
(access  ramp)  near  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
over  Interstate  Highway  95  via  Chester, 
Pa.,  and  Wilmington,  Del.,  to  Baltimore, 
Md.,  to  junction  the  Harbor  Tunnel 
Thruway,  thence  over  the  Harbor  Tun¬ 
nel  Thruway  to  junction  the  Baltimore- 
Washington  Expressway,  with  the  fol- 
lo^ving  access  routes:  (1)  from  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  13  and  Sellers  Road,  over 
Sellers  Road  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  95,  (2)  from  junction  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  291  and  Sellers  Road, 
over  Sellers  Road  to  jimction  Interstate 
Highway  95,  (3)  from  junction  U.S. 
Highway  13  and  Maryland  Highway  273, 
over  Maryland  Highway  273  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  95,  (4)  from  junc¬ 
tion  UJ5.  Highway  222  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  near  Perryville,  Md.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  222  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  95,  (5)  from  Aberdeen,  Md., 
over  Maryland  Highway  22  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  95,  and  (6)  from 
junction  Maryland  Highway  43  (White 
Marsh  Boulevard)  and  U.S.  Highway  40 
over  Maryland  Highway  43  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  95,  and  return  over 
the  same  routes,  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  passengers  and  the  same  property, 
over  a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
from  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  over  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  291  to  Chester,  Pa., 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  13  via  Wil¬ 
mington,  Del.,  to  State  Road,  Del.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  40  to  Baltimore,  Md., 
thence  over  the  Baltimore-Washington 
Expressway  to  junction  Harbor  Tunnel 
Thruway,  south  of  Baltimore,  Md.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC-1515  (Deviation  No.  661) 
(Cancels  Deviation  No.  633),  GREY¬ 
HOUND  LINES,  INC.  (Eastern  Division) 
1400  West  Third  St.,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
44113,  filed  August  14,  1973.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  op>erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  and  express  and  newspapers  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  over 
deviation  routes  as  follows:  (1)  from 
junction  U.S.  Highway  31  and  Interstate 
Highway  10  at  Spanish  Port,  Ala.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  10  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  331,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
331  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  90  at  De- 
funiak  Springs,  Pla.,  with  the  following 
access  routes:  (a)  from  Pensacola,  Pla., 
over  U.S.  Highway  29  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  10,  (b)  from  Milton,  Pla., 
over  Plorida  Highway  191  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  10,  and  (c)  from  Crest- 
view,  Pla.,  over  Plorida  Highway  85  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  10,  and  (2) 
from  Jacksonville,  Pla.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  10  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  19, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  19  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  90  at  Monticello,  Pla.,  with 
the  following  access  routes:  (a)  from 
Lake  City,  Pla.,  over  U.S.  Highway  441  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  10,  (b)  from 
Live  Oak,  Pla.,  over  U.S.  Highway  129  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  10,  and  (c) 
from  Madison,  Pla.,  over  Plorida  High¬ 
way  53  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 


10,  and  return  over  the  same  routes,  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  passengers  and 
the  same  property,  over  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  routes  as  follows:  (1)  Prom  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Ala.,  over  U.S.  Highway  31  via 
Flomaton,  Ala.,  to  Mobile,  Ala.,  (2)  from 
Marianna,  Pla.,  over  U.S.  Highway  90  via 
Pensacola,  Pla.,  to  Bridgehead,  Ala., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  98  via  Pair- 
hope,  Ala.,  to  Point  Clear,  Ala.,  (3)  from 
Dothan,  Ala.,  over  U.S.  Highway  231  to 
junction  Plorida  Highway  73,  thence  over 
Plorida  Highway  73  to  Marianna,  Pla., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  90  to  Lake 
CJity,  Pla.,  (4)  from  Chattanooga,  Tenn., 
over  U.S.  Highway  41  via  Macon,  Ga.,  to 
Lake  City,  Pla.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  90  to  Jacksonville,  Pla.,  and  (5)  from 
junction  Alabama  Highway  104  and  U.S. 
Highway  98  (about  two  miles  north  of 
Pair  hope,  Ala.),  over  Alabama  Highway 
104  to  junction  Alabama  Highway  59 
(about  one-half  mile  south  of  Roberts- 
dale,  Ala.),  and  retimn  over  the  same 
routes. 

No.  MC-1515  (Deviation  No.  662), 
GREYHOUND  LINES,  INC.  (Eastern  Di¬ 
vision)  1400  West  Third  St.,  Cleveland, 
Ohio  44113,  filed  August  14,  1973.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  and  express  and  newspapers  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  From  Hart¬ 
ford,  Coim.,  over  Interstate  Highway  84 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  684, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  684 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  287 
near  White  Plains,  N.Y.,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  287  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  87,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  87  to  New  York,  N.Y., 
with  the  following  access  route: 
from  New  Britain,  Conn.,  over  city 
streets  to  Junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  84,  and  return  over  the  same  routes, 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The  no¬ 
tice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  passengers  and 
the  same  property,  over  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  routes  as  follows :  ( 1 )  From  Hartford, 
Conn.,  over  U.S.  Highway  5  to  junction 
Connecticut  Highway  175,  thence  over 
Connecticut  Highway  175  to  Newington, 
Conn.,  thence  over  Connecticut  Highway 
174  to  New  Britain,  Conn.,  thence  over 
Connecticut  Highway  71  to  junction 
Connecticut  Highway  72,  thence  over 
Connecticut  Highway  72  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  5,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  5 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  1,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  1  to  junction  Connecticut 
Turnpike  (Interstate  Highw^ay  95)  near 
Milford,  Conn.,  thence  over  the  Connect¬ 
icut  Turnpike  and  the  New  England 
section  of  the  New  York  Thruway 
to  New  York,  N.Y.,  (2)  from  Old  Say- 
brook,  Conn.,  over  U.S.  Highway  1  via 
Port  Chester,  N.Y.,  to  New  York,  N.Y., 
(3)  from  Hartford,  Conn.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  5  to  junction  Connecticut 
Highway  72,  north  of  Berlin,  Conn,  (also 
from  Hartford  over  Maple  Avenue  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  5,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  5  to  junction  Connecticut 


Highway  175,  thence  over  Connecticut 
Highway  175  to  Newington,  Conn.,  thence 
over  Connecticut  Highway  174  to  New 
Britain,  Conn.,  thence  over  Connecticut 
Highway  71  to  junction  Connecticut 
Highway  72,  on  or  near  the  City  of  New 
Britain-Town  of  Berlin  line,  thence  over 
Connecticut  Highway  72  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  5) ,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  5 
to  Meriden,  Conn.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  5  and  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  5 
to  New  Haven,  Conn.,  and  (4)  from  New 
York,  N.Y.,  over  city  streets  and  via  the 
New  England  section  of  the  New  York 
Thruway  to  junction  with  the  Con¬ 
necticut  Turnpike  at  the  Connecticut- 
New  York  State  line  near  Port  Chester, 
N.Y„  thence  via  the  Connecticut  Turn¬ 
pike  to  the  New  Haven  County,  Conn., 
line  near  Milford,  Conn.,  and  return  over 
the  same  routes. 

No.  MC-109780  (Deviation  No.  46), 
CONTINENTAL  TRAILWAYS,  INC., 
1501  South  Central  Avenue,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90021,  filed  July  16,  1973.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  and  express  and  news¬ 
papers  In  the  same  vehicle  with  passen¬ 
gers,  over  a  deviation  route  as  follows: 
Prom  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  66 
and  Interstate  Highway  40  at  East  Lud¬ 
low  Junction,  Calif.,  over  Interstate  High- 
w’ay  40  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  66  and 
Mountain  Springs  Road  at  West  Java 
Junction,  CJalif.  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  pas¬ 
sengers  and  the  same  property  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follow's:  Prom 
Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  over  U.S.  High- 
w'ay  66  via  McConnico  and  Topock,  Ariz., 
to  junction  unnumbered  highway  near 
Victorville,  Calif.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc .73-1 8920  Piled  9-5-73:8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  69) 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

August  31, 1973. 

The  following  publications  (except  as 
otherwise  specifically  noted,  each  appli¬ 
cant  (on  applications  filed  after 
March  27,  1972)  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application) ,  are  governed 
by  the  new  Special  Rule  1100.247  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of  Decem¬ 
ber  3,  1963,  which  became  effective  Jan¬ 
uary  1, 1964. 

The  publications  hereinafter  set  forth 
reflect  the  scope  of  the  applications  as 
filed  by  applicant,  and  may  include  de¬ 
scriptions,  restrictions,  or  limitations 
which  are  not  in  a  form  acceptable  to 
the  Commission.  Authority  which  ulti¬ 
mately  may  be  granted  as  a  result  of  the 
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applications  here  noticed  will  not  neces¬ 
sarily  reflect  the  phraseology  set  forth 
in  the  application  as  filed,  but  also  will 
eliminate  any  restrictions  which  are  not 
acceptable  by  the  Commission. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  87720  (Sub-No.  83)  (REPUB¬ 
LICATION  OP  PETITION  FOR  MODI¬ 
FICATION  OP  PERMIT) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  28,  1972,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  November  29,  1972,  and 
republished,  as  granted,  this  issue.  Peti¬ 
tioner;  BASS  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  391,  Fleming- 
ton,  N.J.  08822.  Petitioner’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Bert  Collins,  5  World  Tracle  Center, 
Suite  6193,  Npw  York,  N.Y,  10048.  An 
Initial  Decision  and  Order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Administrative  Law  Judge  Mor¬ 
ton  B.  Margulies,  dated  June  21,  1973, 
and  served  July  6,  1973,  became  the  ef¬ 
fective  Order  of  the  Commission  by 
Notice  dated  August  6,  1973,  and  served 
August  15,  1973,  and  finds  that  the  peti¬ 
tioner’s  above-referenced  permit  should 
be  modified  to  include  authority  to  trans¬ 
port  chemicals  (except  in  bulk),  with 
the  proviso  that  to  the  extent  the  addi¬ 
tional  authority  is  duplicative  it  shall 
not  constitute  the  issuance  of  more  than 
one  operating  right,  such  that  the  au¬ 
thority  granted  in  No.  MC-87720  (Sub- 
No.  83)  reads  as  follows:  Chemicals  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk) ,  plastic  pellets  or  granules 
and  powder,  and  plastic  scrap,  between 
points  in  Bergen.  Essex,  Middlesex,  and 
Union  Counties.  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Pennsylvania,  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-Maryland 
State  line  and  extending  along  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  (formerly  portion  U.S. 
Highway  111)  through  Shrewsbury  and 
Jacobus,  Pa.,  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  83,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
83  through  York,  Pa.,  to  junction  un¬ 
numbered  highway  (formerly  portion 
U.S.  Highway  111) ,  thence  along  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  295,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  295  through  Zions  View  and 
Strinestown,  Pa.,  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  83,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  83  through  Lemoyne,  Pa.,  to 
junction  unnumbered  highway  (for¬ 
merly  portion  U.S.  Highway  111),  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  15,  near  Harrisburg,  Pa.', 
and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  the 
Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line;  and 
between  points  in  Bergen,  Essex,  Hunter¬ 
don,  Middlesex,  and  Union  Counties, 
N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Connecticut,  Massachusetts, 
New  York,  and  Rhode  Island;  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Tenneco  Inc.,  of  Piscataway,  N.J.,  and 
restricted  against  duplicative  operating 
rights.  Because  it  is  possible  that  other 
parties  who  have  relied  upon  the  notice 
of  the  petition  as  published,  may  have 
an  interest  in  and  would  be  prejudiced 
by  the  lack  of  proper  notice  of  the  au¬ 
thority  described  above,  issuance  of  a 
permit  in  this  proceeding  will  be  with¬ 
held  until  October  8,  1973,  during  which 
period  any  proper  party  in  interest  may 


file  an  appropirate  protest  and  petition 
for  further  hearing  or  other  relief  in  this 
proceeding  setting  forth  in  detail  the  pre¬ 
cise  manner  in  which  it  has  been  so 
prejudiced. 

No.  MC  124408  (Sub-No.  9)  (REPUB¬ 
LICATION),  filed  September  15.  1972, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  November  2, 1972,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  THOMPSON  BROS., 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  457,  Toronto,  S.  Dak. 
57268.  Applicant’s  representative:  A.  R. 
Fowler,  2288  University  Avenue,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55114.  An  Order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  Review  Board  Number  1,  dated 
August  10,  1973,  and  served  August  24, 
1973,  finds  that  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity  requires 
operation  by  applicant,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
of  frozen  potato  products,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Clark,  S.  Dak.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  California,  Connecticut, 
Florida,  (jreorgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana.  Maryland. 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  plantsite  or  storage  facilities 
utilized  by  Midwest  Food  Sales,  Inc.,  in 
or  near  Clark,  S.  Dak.;  that  applicant 
is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to  per¬ 
form  such  service  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  thereunder.  Because  it 
is  possible  that  other  parties  who  have 
relied  upon  the  notice  of  the  application 
as  published,  may  have  an  interest  in  and 
would  be  prejudiced  by  the  lack  of  proper 
notice  of  the  authority  described  above, 
issuance  of  a  certificate  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  withheld  until  October  8, 1973, 
during  which  period  any  proper  party 
in  interest  may  file  an  appropriate  peti¬ 
tion  for  intervention  or  other  relief  in 
this  proceeding  setting  forth  in  detail 
the  precise  manner  in  which  it  has  been 
so  prejudiced. 

No.  MC  136240  (REPUBLICATION), 
filed  November  2,  1971,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  February  3, 

1972,  and  republished  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  HARRY  SAMDAL,  doing  business 
as  HETTINGER  BUS  COMPANY.  Het¬ 
tinger,  N.  Dak.  58639.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Lyle  G.  Stuart,  104  Main 
Street,  Hettinger,  N.  Dak.  58639.  The 
Third  Supplemental  Order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Operating  Rights  Board,  dated 
August  13,  1973,  and,  served  August  24, 

1973,  finds  that  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity  require 
operation  by  applicant,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  of 
general  commodities  (except  articles  of 
unusual  value,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 


tween  Bismarck  and  Hettinger,  N,  Dak., 
from  Bismarck  over  U.S.  Highway  10  to 
junction  North  Dakota  Highway  6, 
thence  over  North  Dakota  Highway  6  to 
junction  North  Imkota  Highway  21, 
thence  over  North  Dakota  Highway  21 
to  junction  North  Dakota  Highway  8, 
thence  over  North  Dakota  Highway  8  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  12,  and  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  12  to  Hettinger,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  subject  to  the  con¬ 
dition  that  no  service  shall  be  provided 
in  the  transportation  of  articles  weigh¬ 
ing  in  the  aggregate  more  than  300 
pounds  from  one  consignor  at  one  loca¬ 
tion  to  one  consignee  at  one  location  on 
any  one  day;  that  applicant  is  fit,  will¬ 
ing,  and  able  properly  to  perform  such 
service  and  to  conform  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder.  Because  it  is  possible 
that  other  parties  who  have  relied  upon 
the  notice  of  the  application  as  pub¬ 
lished,  may  have  an  interest  in  and  would 
be  prejudiced  by  the  lack  of  proper 
notice  of  the  authority  described  above, 
issuance  of  a  certificate  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  withheld  until  October  8, 1973, 
during  which  period  any  proper  party  in 
interest  may  file  an  appropriate  petition 
for  intervention  or  other  relief  in  this 
proceeding  setting  forth  in  detail  the  pre¬ 
cise  manner  in  which  it  has  been  so 
prejudiced. 

No.  MC  136980  ( REPUBLIC A'nON ) , 
filed  August  3,  1972,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  January  11, 
1973,  and  republished  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  TERRANCE  W.  SHEARER,  Rural 
Delivery  No.  1,  Hinsdale  Highway,  Box 
337,  Olean,  N.Y.  14760.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  David  P.  Feldman,  714 
Genesee  Building,  Buffalo,  N.Y.  14202.  An 
Order  of  the  Commission,  Operating 
Rights  Board,  dated  August  8,  1973,  and 
served.  August  23,  1973,  finds  that  opera¬ 
tion  by  applicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  contract  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  of  engine 
parts,  pump  parts,  compressor  parts,  and 
turbine  parts,  between  the  plant  site  and 
facilities  of  Dresser  Industries,  Inc., 
Dresser  Clark  Division,  at  Olean,  N.Y., 
La  Guardia  Airport,  Kennedy  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Monroe  County  Airport, 
and  Buffalo  International  Airport,  N.Y., 
and  Newark  Airport,  N.J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Al¬ 
legany,  Cattaraugus,  Cayuga,  Chautau¬ 
qua,  Delaware,  Erie,  Monroe,  Nassau, 
Niagara,  Onondaga,  Ontario,  Orleans, 
Oswego,  St.  Lawrence,  Steuben,  Wayne, 
Wyoming,  and  Yates  Counties,  N.Y., 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Dresser  Industries,  Inc.,  Dresser 
Clark  Division,  of  Olean,  N.Y.,  will  be 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  national  transportation  policy;  that 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  prop¬ 
erly  to  perform  such  service  and  to  con¬ 
form  to  the  requirements  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  thereunder. 
Because  it  is  possible  that  other  parties 
who  have  relied  upon  the  notice  of  the 
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application  as  published,  may  have  an 
interest  in  and  would  be  prejudiced 
by  the  lack  of  proper  notice  of  the  au¬ 
thority  described  abpve,  issuance  of  a 
permit  In  this  proceeding  will  be  with¬ 
held  imtil  October  8,  1973,  during  which 
period  any  proper  party  in  interest  may 
file  an  appropriate  petition  for  inter¬ 
vention  or  other  relief  in  this  proceeding 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  precise  manner 
in  which  it  has  been  so  prejudiced. 

No.  MC  20492  (NOTICE  OF  FILING 
OF  PETITION  TO  MODIFY  A  COM¬ 
MODITY  DESCRIPTION) ,  filed  July  20, 
1973.  Petitioner:  FRANCIS  P.  RYAN 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  488,  Route  14, 
Barre,  Vt.  05641.  Petitioner’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Paul  J.  Goldstein,  109  Church 
Street,  New  Haven,  Conn.  Petitioner 
presently  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
certificate  in  No.  MC  20492  issued  June 
25,  1968,  authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  of  contractors’  equip¬ 
ment,  machinery,  and  supplies,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire, 
Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
and  Rhode  Island;  and  (2)  between 
points  in  the  above  specified  states  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  New  York.  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  modify  its  commodity 
description  to  read:  “Commodities  the 
transportation  of  which  because  of  size 
or  weight  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  of  related  machinery 
parts  and  related  contractor’s  materials 
and  supplies  when  their  transportation 
is  incidental  to  the  transportation  of 
commodities  which  by  reason  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment.”  Any  interested  person  or  persons 
desiring  to  participate  may  file  an  orig¬ 
inal  and  six  copies  of  his  written  repre¬ 
sentations,  views,  or  arguments  in 
support  of  or  against  the  petition  by 
October  8, 1973. 

No.  MC  26120  (NO’nCE  OF  FILING 
OF  PEirnON  TO  MODIFY  PERMIT), 
filed  July  18,  1973.  Petitioner:  GEORGE 
L.  HOOKER,  INC.,  Tuscarawas  Road, 
Uhrichsville,  Ohio  44683.  Petitioner  pres¬ 
ently  holds  a  motor  contract  carrier  per¬ 
mit  in  No.  MC  26120  issued  April  3,  1961, 
authorizing  as  pertinent,  transportation, 
over  irregular  routes,  of  vitrified  clay 
sewer  pipe  and  fittings  from  Diamond 
and  Uhrichsville,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Florida,  restricted  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  Universal 
Sew'er  Pipe  Corporation  and  the  United 
States  Concrete  Pipe  Co.;  and  (2)  vitri¬ 
fied  clay  sewer  pipe  and  fittings  there¬ 
fore,  and  clay  conduit,  clay  base,  drain 
block,  and  materials  used  in  the  installa¬ 
tion  and  insulation,  thereof,  from  Dia- 
mondsville  and  Uhrichsville,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  and 
South  Carolina,  and  empty  pallets  and 
reshipments  of  the  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  (2)  above,  from  points  in 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  and  South 
Carolina,  restricted  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  Universal 
Sewer  Pipe  Company,  United  States 
Concrete  Pipe  Co.,  and  Heat  Transmis¬ 


sion  Conduit  Company.  By  the  instant 
p>etition,  petitioner  seeks  to  (A)  eliminate 
Universal  Sewer  Pipe  Company  as  a  con¬ 
tracting  shipper  in  the  authority  de¬ 
scribed  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  to  reflect  a 
planned  merger  between  Universal  Sewer 
Pipe  Company  and  the  United  States 
Concrete  Pipe  Company,  and  (B)  extend 
the  authority  described  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above  to  authorize  transportation  of 
“vitrified  clay  sewer  pii>e  and  fittings 
from  Uhrichsville,  Ohio  to  points  in 
Florida  and  Georgia,  imder  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Superior  Clay 
Corporation.”  Any  interested  person  or 
persons  desiring  to  participate  may  file 
an  original  and  six  copies  of  his  written 
representations,  views,  or  arguments  in 
support  of  or  against  the  petition  by 
October  8,  1973. 

No.  MC  66101  (NOTICE  OF  FILING 
OF  PETITION  FOR  MODIFICATION, 
CLARIFICATION,  AND  AMENDMENT 
OF  CERTTFICA’TE),  filed  August  20, 
1973.  Petitioner:  AFT  SERVICES,  INC., 
Newark,  N.J.  Petitioner’s  representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue, 
Jersey  Chty,  N.J.  07306.  Petitioner  holds 
a  certificate  in  No.  MC-66101,  issued 
June  4,  1971,  authorizing  it  to  perform 
service  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  route,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  livestock,  household  goods,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  dump  or  tank  trucks) , 
betw’een  New  York,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
York  and  New  Jersey,  within  35  miles 
of  Columbus  Circle,  New  York,  N.Y.  By 
the  instant  petition,  petitioner  requests 
that  an  order  be  entered  (1)  to  amend 
its  certificate  to  read:  General  Commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value,  and 
except  dangeroiis  explosives,  livestock, 
household  goods  (when  transported  as 
a  separate  and  distinct  service  in  con¬ 
nection  with  so-called  “household  mov- 
ings”)  and  commodities  requiring  dump 
or  tank  trucks),  over  irregular  routes, 
between  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  commercial 
zone,  as  defined  in  Commercial  Zones 
and  Terminal  Areas,  53  M.C.C.  451, 
within  which  local  operations  may  be 
conducted  pursuant  to  the  partial  excep¬ 
tion  of  section  203(b)  (8)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  and  those  points  in 
New  Jersey  wdthin  5  miles  of  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  all  of  any  municipality  in  New 
Jersey  any  part  of  which  is  within  5 
miles  of  New  York,  N.Y„  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  and  places 
in  New  York  and  New  Jersey,  within 
35  miles  of  Columbus  Circle,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  or  (2)  the  Commission  issue  an 
appropriate  order  tiiat  the  petitioner  be 
empowered  and  permitted  to  designate 
as  its  terminal  area,  all  points  within 
which  local  operations  may  be  conducted 
in  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  commercial  zone 
as  defined  by  the  Commission. 

Note. — No  <wal  hearing  Is  contemplated  at 
this  time,  but  anyone  wishing  to  make  rep¬ 
resentations  in  favor,  w  against,  the  relief 
sought  In  the  petition  may  do  so  by  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  written  data,  views,  or  arguments. 
An  original  and  fifteen  copies  of  such  data. 


views,  or  arguments  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  or  before  November  6,  1673. 
A  copy  of  each  representation  should  be 
served  upon  petitioner’s  representative.  Writ¬ 
ten  material  or  suggestions  submitted  will 
be  avaUable  for  public  Inspection  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  12th  and  Constitution  Avenues,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  diming  regular  business  hours. 

Notice  to  the  general  public  of  the  matter 
herein  under  consideration  will  be  given  by 
depositing  a  copy  of  this  notice  in  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  for 
public  Inspection  and  by  filing  a  cc^y  thereof 
with  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

No.  MC  116763  (Sub-No.  10)  (NOTICE 
OF  FILING  OF  PETTTTON  TO  EX- 
TEND  A  COMMODITY  DESCRIP¬ 
TION),  filed  August  16,  1973.  Petit’oner: 
CARL  SUBLER  'TRUCKING,  ■IC., 
North  West  Street,  Versailles,  onio 
45380.  Petitioner’s  representative:  J.  G, 
Dail,  Jr.,  Ill  E  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C]!.  20004.  Petitioner  presently 
holds  a  motor  common  carrier  certificate 
in  No.  MC  116763  (Sub-No.  10)  issued 
May  18,  1960,  authorizing  as  pertinent. 
transpKjrtation  over  irregular  routes,  of 
meats  and  sausage  (cooked,  cured  or 
preserved,  with  or  without  cereal  or 
vegetable  ingredients) ,  soups,  gelatin 
and  animal  fat  shortening,  in  containers, 
not  moving  under  refrigeration,  from 
Austin,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  and  Tennessee.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  add  meat 
curing  compounds  as  an  additional  com¬ 
modity  to  those  stated  in  the  above- 
described  authority.  Any  interested  per¬ 
son  or  persons  desiring  to  participate 
may  file  an  original  and  six  copies  of  his 
written  representations,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  in  support  of  or  against  the  peti¬ 
tion  by  October  8,  1973. 

No.  MC  119493  (NOTICE  OF  FILING 
OF  PETTTTON  TO  MODIFY  COM¬ 
MODITY  DESCRIPTTONS),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  6.  1973.  Petitioner:  MONKEM 
COMPANY,  INC.,  West  20th  Street 
Road.  P.O,  Box  1196,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801. 
Petitioner’s  representative:  John  E. 
Jandera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Petitioner  presently  holds 
a  motor  common  carrier  certificate  in 
No.  MC  119493  issued  April  15.  1960,  au¬ 
thorizing  as  pertinent,  transportation 
over  irregular  routes,  of  (a)  manufac¬ 
tured  animal  and  poultry  feeds,  fishmeal, 
meat  scraps,  cottonseed  meal,  soybean 
meal,  rice,  rice  bran  and  such  other  by¬ 
products  of  soybeans,  cottonseed,  and 
rice  as  are  used  as  animal  or  poultry 
feeds  or  ingredients  thereof,  from  points 
in  Louisiana,  Arkansas,  Tennessee,  and 
Mississippi,  to  points  in  Missouri,  Iowa, 
Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  and  Illi¬ 
nois;  (b)  cottonseed  meal,  soybean  meal, 
and  such  other  byproducts  of  cottonseed 
and  soybeans  as  are  used  as  animal  or 
poultry  feeds  or  ingredients  thereof,  from 
points  in  Missouri,  to  points  in  Kansas, 
Oklahoma,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  and  Illinois; 
(c)  manufactured  animal  and  poultry 
feeds,  dehydrated  and  suncured  alfalfa 
meal,  and  such  oat  and  corn  byproducts 
as  are  used  as  animal  or  poultry  feeds  or 
Ingredients  thereof,  from  points  in  Ne- 
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braska,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Oklahoma  and 
Missouri,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Mississippi,  Illinois,  and  Tennes¬ 
see:  (d)  manufactured  animal  and 
poultry  feeds,  steamed  bone  meal,  meal 
scraps,  dehydrated  and  suncured  alfalfa, 
and  such  oat  and  corn  byproducts  as  are 
used  as  animal  or  poultry  feeds  or  in¬ 
gredients  thereof,  from  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and 
Illinois,  to  points  in  Missouri;  and  (e) 
steamed  bone  meal,  meat  scraps,  soy¬ 
bean  meal,  and  such  soybean  byproducts 
as  are  used  as  animal  or  poultry  feeds 
or  ingredients  thereof,  from  points  in 
Illinois,  to  points  in  Nebraska,  Iowa, 
Missouri,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Ar¬ 
kansas.  By  the  instant  petition,  peti¬ 
tioner  seeks  to  modify  the  above- 
described  commodity  descriptions  to 
read  as  follows:  “(a)  manufactured  ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed  and  ingredients 
thereof,  (b)  ingredients  of  animal  and 
poultry  feeds,  (c)  manufactured  animal 
and  poultry  feed  and  ingredients  thereof, 
(d)  manufactured  animal  and  poultry 
feed  and  ingredients  thereof,  and  (e) 
ingredients  of  animal  and  poultry  feed.” 
Any  interested  person  or  persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  participate  may  file  an  original 
and  six  copies  of  his  written  representa¬ 
tions,  views  or  arguments,  in  support  of 
or  against  the  petition  by  October  8, 
1973. 

No.  MC  127951  (Sub-Nos.  2,  7,  and  9) 
(NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  PETITION 
TO  MODIFY  PERMITS),  filed  July  27, 
1973.  Petitioner:  SOUTHEASTERN 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  6945  Willow  Lane, 
P.O.  Box  4763,  Miami  Lakes,  Fla.  33014. 
Petitioner’s  representative:  Bernard  C. 
Pestcoe,  Suite  511,  Biscayne  Building,  19 
West  Flagler  Street,  Miami,  Fla.  33130. 
Petitioner  presently  holds  motor  con- 
tract  carrier  permits  in  No.  MC  127951 
(Sub-Nos.  2,  7,  and  9)  issued  Novem¬ 
ber  12.  1969,  November  12,  1969,  and 
Jixly  2,  1971,  respectively,  authorizing 
as  pertinent,  transportation  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  of  carpeting,  carpet  underlays, 
and  carpet  adhesives,  from  specified 
points  in  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Massachusetts,  Delaware,  Georgia,  and 
New  Jersey  to  various  points  in  Florida, 
in  Sub -No,  2  vmder  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Northern  Distributors, 
Inc.,  of  Miami,  Fla.,  Knight  and  Wall 
Co.  of  Tampa.  Fla.,  and  Flamingo  Whole¬ 
sale  Distributors,  Inc.,  of  North  Miami 
Beach,  Fla.;  in  Sub-No,  7  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  the 
same  shippers  as  listed  immediately 
above;  and  in  Sub-No,  9  imder  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Northern  Distributors,  Inc.,  of  Miami, 
Fla.  By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to:  (1)  delete  Knight  and  Wall  Co. 
and  Flamingo  Wholesale  Distributors, 
Inc.,  from  the  authority  specified  in  Sub- 
Nos.  2  and  7;  and  (2)  add  as  additional 
contracting  shippers  Ludlow  Corpora¬ 
tion  and  Copper  Distributors,  Inc.,  to  all 
of  the  authority  described  above.  Any 
interested  person  or  persons  desiring  to 
participate  may  file  an  original  and  six 
copies  of  his  written  representations. 
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views  or  arguments  in  support  of  or 
against  the  petition  by  October  8,  1973. 

No.  MC  135743  (NOTICE  OF  FILING 
OF  PETITION  FOR  REMOVAL  OF  A 
RESTRICTION),  filed  August  7,  1973. 
Petitioner :  HAROLD  WILLIMAS,  doing 
business  as  WILLIAMS  MOVINCJ  CO., 
City  Highway  West,  P.O.  Box  209,  Dex¬ 
ter,  Mo.  63841,  Petitioner’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Ernest  A.  Brooks  II,  1301  Ambas¬ 
sador  Building,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63101.  Pe¬ 
titioner  presently  holds  a  motor  common 
carrier  certificate  in  No.  MC  135473  is¬ 
sued  May  16,  1973,  authorizing  transpor¬ 
tation  over  irregular  routes,  of  used 
household  goods,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  in  containers,  beyond 
the  points  authorized  and  further  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  performance  of  pickup 
and  delivery  service  in  connection  with 
packing,  crating,  and  containerization  or 
unpacking,  uncrating,  and  decontaineri¬ 
zation  of  such  traffic,  between  points  in 
Ripley,  Carter,  Wayne,  Madison,  Bol¬ 
linger,  Perry,  Cape  Girardeau,  Butler, 
Stoddard.  Scott,  Mississippi,  New  Madrid, 
Pemiscot,  and  Dunklin  Counties,  Mo.; 
Randolph.  Greene,  and  Mississippi  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ark.;  Obion,  Lake,  Dyer,  and  Lau¬ 
derdale  Counties.  Tenn.;  F\ilton.  Hick¬ 
man,  Carlisle,  Ballard,  and  McCTracken 
Counties,  Ky.;  and  Alexander,  Pulaski, 
Union.  Jackson,  Randolph,  Monroe,  and 
Massac  Counties,  Ill.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  in  Arkansas, 
Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Missouri,  and  Il¬ 
linois.  By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  removal  of  the  restriction  on  used 
household  goods.  Any  interested  person 
or  persons  desiring  to  participate  may 
file  an  original  and  six  copies  of  his  writ¬ 
ten  representations,  views,  or  arguments 
in  support  of  or  against  the  ijetition  by 
October  8, 1973. 

No.  MC  136064  (NOTICE  OP  FILING 
OP  PETITTON  TO  ADD  A  CONTRACTT- 
ING  SHIPPER),  filed  August  21.  1973. 
Petitioner:  NORTH  GEORGIA  TRANS¬ 
PORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  2209  Crestmoor 
Drive,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37215.  Petition¬ 
er’s  representative:  William  P.  Jackson, 
Jr..  919  18th  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20006.  Petitioner  presently  holds  a 
motor  contract  carrier  permit  in  No.  MC 
136064  issued  January  2,  1973,  author¬ 
izing  transportation,  over  irregular 
routes,  of  such  commodities  as  are  dis¬ 
tributed  by  dealers  in  petroleum,  petro¬ 
leum  products,  and  service  station  sup¬ 
plies  (except  liquefied  petroleum  gas), 
between  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia, 
Kentucky,  and  Tennessee,  restricted 
against  trafilc  originating  at  points  in 
Kentucky,  and  further  restricted  to  a 
transportation  service  to  be  performed 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  North  Georgia  Oil  Company,  Mid- 
Tennessee  Oil  Company,  and  Richland 
Oil  Company.  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  add  B  &  S  Oil  Com¬ 
pany  as  an  additional  contracting  ship¬ 
per  to  the  authority  described  above.  Any 
interested  person  or  persons  desiring  to 
participate  may  file  an  original  and  six 
copies  of  his  written  representations. 
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views  or  arguments  in  support  of  or 
against  the  petition  by  October  8,  1973. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
210a(b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  Special  Rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  carriers 
of  property  or  passengers  under  sections 
5(a)  and  210a (b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  certain  other  proceedings 
with  respect  thereto.  (49  CFH  1.240) , 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

Applications  for  certificates  or  permits 
which  are  to  be  processed  concurrently 
with  applications  under  Section  5  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  240  to  the  extent 
applicable. 

No.  MC  35628  (Sub-No.  351),  filed 
July  31,  1973.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
MOTOR  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  134 
Grandville  SW.,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
49502.  Applicant’s  representative:  Leon¬ 
ard  D.  Verdier,  Jr..  900  Old  Kent  Build¬ 
ing,  Grand  Rapids.  Mich.  49502.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  commodities  in  bulk),  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Massachusetts. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  the  requested 
authority  can  be  tacked  at  Springfield,  Wor¬ 
cester,  and  Boston,  Mass.,  to  provide  service 
to  and  from  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Hawaii  and  Alaska)  either  direct  or 
interline  service.  Persons  interested  in  the 
tacking  possibilities  are  cautioned  that 
failure  to  oppose  the  application  may  result 
in  an  unrestricted  grant  of  authority.  The 
Instant  application  is  a  matter  directly  re¬ 
lated  to  MC-F  11947,  published  in  the  Federai. 
Register  issue  of  August  8,  1973.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Washington,  D.C.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  121555  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  July  1. 
1973.  Applicant:  PARCEL  DISPATCH. 
INC.,  305  North  Senate  Avenue,  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.  46204.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Warren  C.  Moberly,  777  Chamber 
of  Commerce  Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
commodities  as  are  ordinarily  dealt  in  by 
retail  stores  and  mail  order  houses  in 
retail  delivery  only  for  retail  stores  and 
mail  order  houses  only  to  retail  custom¬ 
ers,  only,  from  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Indiana,  and  rejected  ship¬ 
ments  on  return. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  application  is 
to  convert  applicant’s  Certificate  of  Registra¬ 
tion  in  MC  121555  (Sub-No.  4)  into  a  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity. 
The  Instant  application  is  a  matter  directly 
related  to  MC-F  11927  published  in  the  FR 
issue  of  July  19,  1973.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-F-11966.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  NEW  ENGLAND  MOTOR 
FREIGHTS  INC.,  520  Main  Street.  Wall- 
ington,  N.J.,  of  the  operating  rights  and 
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property  of  DELAWARE  VALLEY  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  24,  Hankins,  New 
York  12741,  and  for  acquisition  by  MOR¬ 
RIS  FRIEDMAN,  DAVID  GOLDMAN, 
AND  JACOB  GOLDMAN,  520  Main  St., 
Wallington,  N.J.,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
ney:  MORTON  E.  KIEL.  140  Cedar 
Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  10006.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  General 
commodities  with  exceptions  as  a  cowi- 
mon  carrier  over  irregular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  New  York,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Sullivan 
County,  N.Y.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  in  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  and  New  York.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporarj’  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-11967.  Authority  sought 
for  piu'chase  by  CREGER  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  Old  Tyburn  Road  and  Cor¬ 
bin  Lane,  Morrisville,  Pa.  19067,  of  the 
operating  rights  of  CALVALCADE 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  Old  Tyburn  Road, 
Fairless  Hills  Pa.,  19030,  and  for  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  ALBERT  H.  CREGER,  Old  'Ty¬ 
burn  Road  and  Corbin  Lane,  Morrisville, 
Pa.,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorney:  V. 
BAKER  SMITH,  2107  The  Fidelity  Biuld- 
ing,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19109.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Tinware, 
as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes,  between  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  the 
one  hirnd,  and,  on  the  other,  ppints  in 
Connecticut,  Eielaware,  Maryland,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Virginia,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia.  Vendee  is  authwized 
tc  op>erate  as  a  common  carrier  in  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  and  Pennsylvania. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-P-11968.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  SALT  CREEK  FREIGHT- 
WAYS,  3333  West  Yellowstone,  Casper, 
Wyoming  82601,  of  the  operating  rights 
and  propjerty  of  BU’TTE-BOZEMAN 
DELIVERY  SERVICE,  712  East  Main, 
Bozeman,  Montana  59715,  and  for  acqui¬ 
sition  by  WILLIAM  UTZINGER,  WIL¬ 
LIAM  D.  UTZINGER,  and  C.  E.  OGDEN, 
3333  West  Yellowstone,  Caspor,  Wyo. 
82601,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorney: 
JOHN  R.  DAVIDSON,  Rm.  805,  Midland 
Bank  Building.  Billings,  Montana  59101. 
Op>erating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  General  commodities  with  ex¬ 
ceptions  as  a  common  carrier  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes  between  Butte,  Mont.,  and 
Bozeman,  Mont.,  serving  the  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  of  Belgrade,  Manhattan,  Three 
Forks,  Logan,  Cardwell,  and  Whitehall, 
Mont.,  between  Bozeman,  Mont.,  and 
West  Yellowstone,  Mont.,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  pwints.  Vendee  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Mon¬ 
tana,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  and  Nebraska. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-11969.  Authority  sought  for 
merger  by  BEKINS  MOVING  &  STOR¬ 
AGE  CO.,  INC.,  a  New  Mexico  CorpMjra- 
tion,  5304  Menau  Blvd.  NE.,  Albuquerque, 


NM  87110,  and  BEKINS  MOVING  & 
STORAGE  CO.,  a  Texas  Coiporatlon, 
5342  E.  Mockingbird  Lane.  Dallas,  TX 
75206,  of  the  op)erating  rights  and  prop¬ 
erty  of  (A)  O  K.  VAN  &  STORAGE  CO. 
OF  NEW  MEXICO.  2315  S.  Valley  Dr.. 
Las  Cruces,  NM  88001,  and  (B)  O.K.  VAN 
&  STORAGE.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9691,  El 
Paso,  TX  79987,  and  for  acquisition  by 
THE  BEKINS  COMPANY,  1335  S.  Fig¬ 
ueroa  St.,  Los  Angeles.  CA  90015,  of  con- 
tiol  of  such  rights  and  property  through 
the  transaction.  Applicants’  attorneys: 
Russell  Bernhard,  1625  K  St.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20006,  and  Eldon  R.  Clawson, 
1335  S.  Figueroa  St.,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90015.  Op>erating  rights  sought  to  be 
merged:  (A)  Used  household  goods,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  irregular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Dona  Ana  and  Otero 
Coimties,  N.  Mex.,  with  restriction;  (B) 
used  household  goods,  as  a  common 
carrier  over  irregular  routes,  between 
rH)ints  in  El  Paso,  Tex.,  with  restriction. 
BEKINS  MOVING  &  S’TORAGE  CO.. 
INC.,  a  New  Mexico  Corporation,  and 
BEKINS  MOVING  &  STORAGE  CO.,  a 
Texas  Corporation,  holds  no  authority 
iiom  this  Commission.  However,  they  are 
affiliated  with  (1)  BEKINS  MOVING  & 
STORAGE  CO.,  a  Missouri  Corporation, 
(2)  BEKINS  MOVING  &  STORAGE  CO., 
a  Oklahoma  Corporation,  (3)  BEKINS 
MOVING  &  STORAGE  CO.,  a  Missouri 
Corporation,  and  (4)  BEKINS  MOVING 
&■  STORAGE  CO.,  a  Oklahoma  Corpora¬ 
tion.  (1)  and  (2)  are  authorized  to  op¬ 
erate  as  brokers  in  all  points  in  the  U.S. 
except  Alaska  and  Hawaii,  and  (3)  and 
(4)  are  authorized  to  opierate  as  common 
carriers,  in  Kansas,  Missouri,  and  Okla¬ 
homa.  Application  has  not  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b). 

No.  MC-F-1 1970.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  GENERAL  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  670, 
Eager-Springerville  Highway,  Springer- 
ville,  Ariz.  85938,  of  a  portion  of  the 
operating  rights  and  property  of 
CROSBY  LUMBER  &  SUPPLY,  INC., 
P.O.  670,  Springerville,  Arizona,  85938, 
and  for  acquisition  by  CROSBY  DEVEL¬ 
OPMENT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  100  Greer. 
Ariz.,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorney:  DON¬ 
ALD  PARKER  CROSBY.  P.O.  Box  670 
Springerville,  Ariz.  85938.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Lumber, 
as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  from  Snowflake,  Cutter,  Fredonia, 
and  Payson,  Ariz.,  to  Port  Hueneme,  Los 
Angeles,  and  San  Diego,  Calif.,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized, 
from  points  in  Arizona,  to  points  in  Ne¬ 
vada,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized,  from  points  in  Los  Angeles 
County,  Calif.,  and  points  in  that  port  of 
California  north  of  Interstate  Highway 
80  to  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  with  no  transpor¬ 
tation  for  compensation  on  return  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  authorized,  with  re¬ 
striction.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  oporate 
as  a  common  carrier  in  Arizona,  New 
Mexico,  Texas,  and  Oklahoma.  Applica¬ 


tion  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  imder  Section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-P-11971.  Authority  sought  for 
control  and  merger  by  ROADWAY  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  1077  Gorge  Boulevard,  P.O. 
Box  471,  Akron,  Ohio  44309,  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  and  proporty  of  SHUM- 
PERT  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  1720  Central 
Ave.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38100,  and  for  ac¬ 
quisition  by  GALEN  J.  ROUSH,  1077 
Gorge  Boulevard,  Akron,  Ohio  44309,  of 
control  of  such  rights  and  property 
through  the  transaction.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torneys:  WILLIAM  O.  TURNEY,  2001 
Massachusetts  Ave.  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C,  20036,  and  DOUGLAS  W.  PARIS, 
1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  471,  Akron, 
Ohio  44309,  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  controlled  and  merged:  General  com¬ 
modities  as  a  common  carrier  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes  with  exceptions,  between  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.,  and  Amory,  Miss.,  between 
p>oints  in  Mississippi.  Service  is  author¬ 
ized  to  and  from  all  intermediate  on  the 
above-sp>ecifled  routes,  between  Amory, 
Miss.,  and  Aliceville,  Ala.,  serving  the  in¬ 
termediate  pwints  of  Sulligent,  Vernon, 
MillpK)rt,  Reform,  and  Carrollton,  be¬ 
tween  Columbus,  Miss.,  and  Reform, 
Ala.,  serving  no  intermediate  pxMnts,  and 
with  service  at  Columbus,  with  restric¬ 
tions,  serving  various  off-route  p>oints. 
Serving  Gattman,  Miss.,  as  an  intermedi¬ 
ate  p>oint  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
authorized  regular  route  op>erations  be¬ 
tween  Amory,  Miss.,  and  Aliceville,  Ala. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  op>erate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Ohio,  Texas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Pennsylvania,  Kansas,  Illinois, 
Kentucky,  Rhode  Island,  Alabama, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
South  Carolina,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Virginia,  Delaware,  Maryland,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,  and  The  District  of 
Columbia.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 
210a  (b). 

No.  MC-P-11972.  Authority  sought  for 
control  and  merger  by  MURPHY  MO¬ 
TOR  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  2323  Ter¬ 
minal  Road,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55113  of  the 
op)erating  rights  of  MIDDLE  STATES 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  5723  Este  Ave., 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  45232,  and  for  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  EDWARD  L.  MURPHY,  JR.,  AND 
STANLEY  L.  WASIE,  2323  Terminal 
Road,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55113,  of  control 
of  such  rights  through  the  transaction. 
Applicants’  attorneys:  DAVID  AXEL¬ 
ROD,  39  So.  La  Salle  St.,  Chicago,  HI. 
60603  and  JACK  B.  JOSSELSON,  700 
Atlas  Bank  Bldg.,  524  Walnut  St.,  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio  45202.  Oi)eratlng  rights  sought 
to  be  controlled  and  merged:  General 
commodities  with  exceptions,  as  a  com- 
mon  carrier  over  regular  routes,  between 
junction  U.S.  Highways  35  and  40  and 
Columbus,  Ohio,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  between  Dayton,  Ohio,  and 
Springfield,  Ohio,  between  Dayton,  Ohio, 
and  junction  Ohio  Highway  4  and  U.S. 
Highway  40,  between  junction  Ohio 
Highways  4  and  444  and  junction  Ohio 
Highway  444  and  U.S.  Highway  40,  be¬ 
tween  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  Vandalia,  Ohio, 
serving  no  intermediate  p>olnts,  with  re¬ 
strictions,  between  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 
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Chicago.  Ill.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  and  the  off -route  points  of  Cov¬ 
ington,  Newport,  and  Bellevlew,  Ky., 
those  in  Ohio  within  30  miles  of  Cincin¬ 
nati,  and  those  in  Illinois  within  30  miles 
of  Chicago,  serving  the  plant  site  of  the 
Ford  Motor  Company  at  the  intersection 
of  Westport  Road  and  Murphy  Lane,  Jef¬ 
ferson  Coimty,  near  Louisville,  Ky..  as 
an  off-route  point  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular-route  opera¬ 
tions  to  and  from  Louisville,  Ky.,  be¬ 
tween  Salem,  Ind.,  and  Leipsic,  Ind., 
sei-ving  the  intermediate  points  of  Camp- 
bellsburg,  Saltillo,  and  Livonia,  Ind.,  be¬ 
tween  Salem,  Ind.,  and  Louisville,  Ky., 
serving  all  intermediate  ix>ints,  and  the 
off -route  points  of  Becks  Mills  and  Mar- 
tinsburg,  Ind.;  and  the  off- route  points 
within  10  miles  of  Salem  for  pick-up  of 
livestock  only,  between  Salem,  Ind.,  and 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  the  off-route  points 
of  Canton,  Harristown,  New  Philadel¬ 
phia,  South  Boston,  and  Little  York,  Ind.; 
and  the  off -route  points  within  20  miles 
of  Salem,  for  pick-up  of  livestock  and 
cream,  between  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  65  and  Indiana 
Highway  56,  as  an  alternate  route  for 
operating  convenience  only,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  carrier’s  regular-route  opera¬ 
tions  authorized  herein,  between  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio,  and  Louisville,  Ky.,  as  an  al¬ 
ternate  route  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
authorized  regular-route  operations. 
General  commodities  with  exceptions  as 
a  common  carrier  over  irregular  routes 
between  Dayton  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
and  a  point  on  U.S.  Highway  40  at  the 
Ohio-Indiana  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Ohio  west  of  U.S.  Highway  23 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  40,  including 
points  on  the  indicated  portions  of  the 
highways  specified,  with  restrictions,  be¬ 
tween  the  plant  site  of  the  Nachman 
Corporation  at  or  near  Milford,  Ill.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  Ohio  on,  south  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana-Ohio 
State  line  and  extending  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  23,  and 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  23  to  the  Ohio- 
Kentucky  State  Line,  between  Columbus, 
Ohio,  on  the  one  handrand,  on  the  other, 
ix>ints  in  Ohio,  Vendee  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Minne-' 
sota.  South  Dakota,  Illinois,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Indiana,  Nebraska,  Michigan,  Ohio, 
New  York,  and  Missouri.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-P-11973.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  TERMINAL  ’TRANSPORT 
COMPANY,  INC.,  248  Chester  Avenue 
SE.,  Atlanta  Ga.  30316,  of  the  operating 
rights  of  CENTRAL  STATES  'TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY.  INC.,  Eastern 
&  Moonachie  Ave.,  Carlstadt,  N.J.,  and 
for  acquisition  by  TEXAS  GAS  TRANS¬ 
MISSION  CORP.,  3800  Frederica  St.. 
Owensboro,  Ky.  42301,  and  AMERICAN 
COMMERCIAL  LINES,  INC.,  2919  Allen 
Parkway,  Houston,  Tex.  77019,  of  control 
of  such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorney:  HAROLD  H.  CLOK- 
EY,  414  The  Equitable  Building.  Atlanta, 


Ga.  30303.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  General  commodities,  with 
exceptions  as  a  common  carrier  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  between  Boston,  Mass.,  and 
Buffalo,  N.Y.,  serving  the  intermediate 
and  off-route  p>oints  of  Syracuse  and 
Rochester,  N.Y„  restricted  to  westbound 
traffic  only;  Framingham,  Springffeld, 
Worcester,  Westfield,  Marlboro,  West- 
boro,  and  North  Grafton,  Mass.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  eastbound  traffic  only; 
Niagara  Falls,  N.Y.,  and  Brockton  and 
Milford,  Mass.,  and  those  within  10  miles 
of  Boston,  Mass.,  and  those  within  10 
miles  of  Buffalo,  N.Y.  Vendee  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in 
Kentucky,  Illinois,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Florida,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Mississippi,  and  Missouri.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-11974.  Authority  sought  for 
merger  into  CHEMICAL  EXPRESS  CAR¬ 
RIERS,  INC.,  1200  Simons  Building, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75201,  of  the  operating  rights 
and  property  of  STUBBS  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  8192  East  Skelly  Drive,  Tulsa,  Okla. 
74101,  and  for  acquisition  by  CHEMICAL 
EXPRESS  COMPANY,  1200  Simons 
Bldg.,  Dallas.  Tex.  75201,  of  control  of 
such  rights  and  property  through  the 
transaction.  Applicants’  attorney:  LE¬ 
ROY  HALLMAN,  4555  First  National 
Bank  Building,  Dallas,  Tex.  75202.  Op¬ 
erating  rights  sought  to  be  merged:  Gas¬ 
oline,  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes,  from  the  Magnolia  Petroleum 
Plant  near  Electra,  Tex.,  and  from  Burk- 
bimnett,  Tex.,  to  Sunray,  Okla.,  Motor 
fuel,  from  Sunray,  Okla.,  to  Wichita 
Palls,  Tex.,  Casinghead  gasoline,  from 
points  in  Archer,  Clay,  Jack,  Montague, 
Wichita,  Wilbarger,  and  Young  Coun¬ 
ties,  Tex.,  (except  Wichita  Falls,  Tex., 
and  points  within  5  miles  thereof),  to 
Sunray,  Okla.,  Motor  fuel  gasoline,  from 
Sunray,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Archer,  Clay, 
Jack,  Montague,  Wichita.  Wilbarger,  and 
Young  Counties,  Tex.,  with  restrictions. 
Petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
trucks,  from  Tulsa  and  Okmulgee,  Okla., 
to  points  in  Benton,  Washington,  Craw¬ 
ford.  Sebastian,  Franklin,  Johnson,  Pope, 
Van  Buren,  Carroll,  and  Boone  Counties, 
Ark.,  from  Cleveland,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
Benton,  Carroll,  Boone,  Washington, 
Crawford,  Sebastian,  Franklin,  and 
Johnson  Counties,  Ark.,  from  Bristow, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  Benton,  Washington, 
Crawford,  and  Sebastian  Counties,  Ark., 
Doors,  glazed  windows,  plywood,  mould¬ 
ing,  window  frames  and  parts  thereof, 
window  glass  and  plate  glass,  empty  con¬ 
tainers,  store  fixtures,  and  insulation 
board,  from  Henryetta,  Okla.,  and  points 
within  5  miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Kansas,  and  Missouri,  and 
Putty  and  used  store  fixtures,  from  points 
in  the  destination  territory  described  im¬ 
mediately  above,  to  Henryetta,  Okla.,  and 
points  within  5  miles  thereof.  CHEMI¬ 
CAL  EXPRESS  CARRIERS,  INC.,  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  Texas,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Louisiana,  Colorado,  Kansas, 
Alabama,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Arizona, 
Utah,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ohio, 


North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Florida,  Tennessee,  Iowa,  Michigan, 
Nebraska,  California,  Kentucky,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  and  Nevada.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  imder  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-11976.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  WITTE  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  COMPANY,  2481  Cleveland  Ave., 
North,  St.  Paul  Minn.  55113,  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  of  JOHN  D.  ’TURCK, 
Preston,  Minn.  55965,  and  for  acquisition 
by  SPACE  CENTER.  INCORPORATED, 
444  Lafayette  Road,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55101,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorney: 
WILLIAM  S.  ROSEN,  630  Osborn  Build¬ 
ing,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55102.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  House¬ 
hold  goods,  emigrant  movables,  and  gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  with  exceptions  as  a 
common  carrier  over  irregular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  Preston,  Minn.,  and  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota  and  Iowa  with  15  miles  of  Preston, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  South 
St.  Paul,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis,  Austin, 
Albert  Lea,  Newport,  and  Winona,  Minn., 
and  points  in  Iowa  and  Wisconsin  within 
150  miles  of  Preston.  Tankage,  meat 
scraps,  and  bone  meal,  from  Austin, 
Minn.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Wisconsin 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  16  within 
150  miles  of  Preston,  Minn.,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Wisconsin,  Minne¬ 
sota.  North  Dakota,  Illinois,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  and  Iowa.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b). 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18922  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am) 


(Notice  No.  346] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b),  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR 
Part  1132),  appear  below: 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 

1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  from  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion.  As  provided  in  the  Commission’s 
special  rules  of  practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  on  or  before  September  26, 

1973.  Pursuant  to  section  17(8)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of 
such  a  petition  will  postpone  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  order  in  that  proceeding 
pending  its  disposition.  The  matters 
relied  upon  by  petitioners  must  be  speci¬ 
fied  in  their  petitions  with  particularity. 
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No.  MC-FC-74451.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  30,  1973.  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  J  &  D,  Inc.,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  J  &  D  Transport,  Sturde- 
vant,  Wis.,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  in  Certificate  No.  MC-123499  is¬ 
sued  April  23.  1971,  to  Lowell  L.  Treffert, 
Inc.,  Franksville,  Wis.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  malt  beverages,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Kenosha 
and  Twin  Lakes.  Wis.  William  C.  Dineen, 
710  North  Plankinton  Ave.,  Milwaukee, 
Wis.  53203.  Attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-74456.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  30,  1973,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
on  reconsideration  approved  the  transfer 
to  M.  L.  Yockstock,  Inc.,  Altoona,  Iowa, 
of  that  portion  of  the  operating  rights  in 
Certificate  No.  MC-117815  (Sub-No.  2) 
issued  May  25,  1961,  to  Pulley  Freight 
Lines,  Inc.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  authorizing 
the  transi>ortation  of  animal  and  poultry 
feed,  and  animal  and  poultry  feed  in¬ 
gredients,  between  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  and 
points  within  two  miles  thereof,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in 
Wisconsin;  animal  and  poultry  feed, 
from  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
and  South  Dakota;  and  feed  ingredients, 
and  rejected  shipments  of  animal  and 
poultry  feed,  from  points  in  Illinois, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  and 
South  Dakota,  to  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Larry  D.  Knox,  9th  Floor,  Hubbell  Build¬ 
ing,  E>es  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Attorney 
for  applicants. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18918  Filed  9-5-73;8;45  am] 


(Notice  No.  119] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

August  29,  1973. 

'  The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
application,  except  as  otherwise  specifi¬ 
cally  noted,  each  applicant  states  that 
there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  its  application, 
for  temporary  authority  under  Section 
210a(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
provided  for  under  the  new  rules  of  Ex 
Parte  No.  MC-67  (49  CFR  1131),  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of 
April  27,  1965,  effective  July  1,  1965. 
These  rules  provide  that  protests  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  field  official  named  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  publication,  by  Septem¬ 
ber  21,  1973.  One  copy  of  such  protests 
must  be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its 
authorized  representative,  if  any,  and 
the  protests  must  certify  that  such  serv¬ 
ice  has  been  made.  The  protests  must  be 
specific  as  to  the  service  which  such  Pro¬ 
testant  can  and  will  offer,  and  must  con¬ 
sist  of  a  signed  original  and  six  (6) 
copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  Is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 


Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also 
in  field  office  to  which  protests  are  to 
be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  808  (Sub-No.  48  TA) .  filed  Au¬ 
gust  21,  1973.  Applicant:  ANCHOR  MO¬ 
TOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  21111  Chagrin 
Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  22005,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
44122.  Applicant’s  representative:  J.  A. 
Kundtz,  1100  National  City  Bank  Bldg., 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44122.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  New  automobiles  and  new  auto¬ 
mobile  chassis,  in  truckaway  service, 
from  the  plantsite  of  General  Motors 
Corporation  at  Norwood,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  for  180  days.  SUPPORT¬ 
ING  SHIPPER:  General  Motors  Corpo¬ 
ration,  30007  Van  Dyke  Avenue,  Warren, 
Mich.  48090.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
Franklin  D.  Bail,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  181  Federal  Office  Bldg., 
1240  East  Ninth  Street,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
44199. 

No.  MC  6078  (Sub-No.  75  TA),  filed 
August  20,  1973.  Applicant:  D.  F.  BAST, 
INC.,  1425  North  Maxwell  Street,  P.O. 
Box  2288,  Allentown,  Pa.  18001.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Donald  L.  Proffit 
(same  address  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Plastic  pipe,  conduit,  ducts, 
and  tubes  and  related  fittings,  attach¬ 
ments,  materials,  and  accessories  used 
in  the  installation  thereof,  from  Naz¬ 
areth,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Del¬ 
aware,  the  District  of  Columbia,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Car¬ 
olina,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Car- 
Ion  Division,  Indian  Head,  Inc.,  23200 
Chagrin  Blvd.,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44122. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  F.  W.  Doyle,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Wm. 
J.  Green,  Jr.  Federal  Bldg.,  600  Arch 
Street,  Room  3238,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
19106. 

No.  MC  51146  (Sub-No.  329  TA),  filed 
August  21,  1973.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2661  South  Broad¬ 
way,  P.O.  Box  2298,  (Box  zip  54306), 
Green  Bay,  Wis.  54304.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Neil  IXiJardin  (same  address 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Glass 
containers,  one  gallon  or  less  in  capacity, 
from  Streator,  Ill.,  to  points  In  Minne¬ 
sota,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIP¬ 
PER:  Owens-Illinois,  Inc.,  405  Madison 
Avenue,  Toledo,  Ohio  43666  (Noley  B. 
Pauley,  Jr.,  Mgr.  Rates  &  Service — Cor¬ 
porate  Transportation) .  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor  John  E. 
Ryden,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  135  West 
Wells  St.,  Room  807,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 
53203. 


No.  MC  51146  (Sub-No.  330  TA), 
filed  August  21,  1973.  Applicant: 

SCHNEIDER  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2661 
South  Broadway,  P.O.  Box  2298  (Box 
zip  54306),  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54304.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Neil  DuJardin 
(same  address  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cheese  and  specialty  gift 
packs,  from  Monroe  and  Madison,  Wis., 
to  Cincinnati,  Ohio;  Indianapolis,  Ind.; 
Livonia,  Mich.;  Washington,  D.C.;  Jersey 
City,  N.J.;  Boston,  Mass.;  Springfield, 
Mass.;  New  York  City,  Buffalo,  and  Long 
Island,  N.Y.;  Cleveland,  Ohio;  Phila¬ 
delphia  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  and  Balti¬ 
more,  Md..  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER;  Swiss  Colony  Stores,  Inc., 
1112  7th  Avenue,  Monroe.  Wis.  53566 
(Roger  Rothenbuehler,  Traffic  Manager) , 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  District  Super¬ 
visor  John  E.  Ryden,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission.  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  135  West  Wells  Street,  Room  807, 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  53203. 

No.  MC  62538  (Sub-No.  19  TA), 
filed  August  22,  1973.  Applicant:  ASH¬ 
TON  'TRUCKING  CO..  1201  North 
Broadway,  P.O.  Box  472,  Monte  Vista, 
Colo.  81144.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Leslie  R.  Kehl,  Suite  1600  Lincoln  Cen¬ 
ter,  Denver,  Colo.  80203.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Flour,  in  bulk,  from  Com¬ 
merce  City,  Colo.,  to  Lubbock,  Tex.,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Colorado  Milling  &  Elevator  Company, 
P.O.  Box  718,  Denver.  Colo.  80202.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor 
Herbert  C.  Ruoff,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
2022  Federal  Building,  Denver,  Colo. 
80202. 

No.  MC  99780  (Sub-No.  26  TA), 
filed  August  20.  1973.  Applicant:  CHIP¬ 
PER  CARTAGE  COMPANY,  INC.,  1327 
NE.  Bond  Street,  Peoria,  HI.  61603.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  L.  Lang 
(same  address  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fresh  meats  and  packing¬ 
house  products  as  defined  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificate, 
61  MCC  209  and  766  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the 
plant  site  and/or  cold  storage  facilities 
utilized  by  Wilson  and  Company,  Inc., 
at  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  to  Bloomington, 
Columbus,  (Trawfordsville,  Elkhart, 
Frankfort.  Greencastle,  Indianapolis, 
Kokomo,  Lafayette,  Lebanon,  Marion. 
Mishawaka,  Muncie,  and  South  Bend, 
Ind.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIP¬ 
PER:  A.  N.  Brent,  Manager  of  Trans¬ 
portation,  4545  North  Lincoln  Boulevard, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73105.  SEND  PRO- 
•rESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor 

Richard  K.  Shullaw,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Everett  McKinley  Dirksen  Bldg.,  219  S. 
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Dearborn  Street,  Room  1086,  Chicago, 
Ill.  60604. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub-No.  283  TA), 
filed  August  20,  1973.  Applicant: 

FLEET  TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC., 
934  44th  Avenue  North,  P.O.  Box 
90408,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37209.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Russell  E.  Stone  (same 
address  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Corn  syrup.  In  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles, 
from  Lebanon,  Tenn.,  to  points  In 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  (Georgia,  Kentucky, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  North  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  and  Virginia,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Corn  Sweet¬ 
eners,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1445,  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa  52404.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Joe 
J.  Tate,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  803  1808  West  End  Build¬ 
ing,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37203. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  866  TA) ,  filed 
July  27,  1973.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  3901 
Jonesboro  Road  SE.,  P.O.  Box  308,  Forest 
Park,  Ga.  30050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Paul  M.  Daniell,  Suite  1600,  First 
Federal  Bldg.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30303.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  meat  and 
frozen  seafood,  from  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
to  points  in  Virginia,  for  150  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER;  Colonial  Beef  Co., 
3333  South  Third  Street,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.  19148.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Wil¬ 
liam  L.  Scroggs,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Room  309,  1252  West 
Peachtree  St.  NW.,  Atlanta.  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  867  TA) .  filed 
August  1,  1973.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  3901 
Jonesboro  Road  SE.,  P.O.  Box  308,  Forest 
Park,  Ga.  30050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Paul  M.  Daniell,  Suite  1600,  First 
Federal  Bldg.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30303.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Mrs.  Smith’s  Pie  Co.  at  Pottstown,  Pa., 
to  points  in  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Georgia,  Florida,  and  Alabama,  for 
150  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER; 
Mrs.  Smith’s  Pie  Company.  Charlotte  and 
South  Streets,  Pottstown,  Pa.  19464. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  William  L. 
Scroggs,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  1252  W'.  Peachtree  St.  NW.,  Room 
309,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  868  TA).  filed 
August  1,  1973.  Applicant;  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  3901 
Jonesboro  Road  SE.,  P.O.  Box  308,  Forest 
Park,  Ga.  30050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Paul  M.  Daniell,  Suite  1600,  First 
Federal  Bldg.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30303.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from 
the  plantside  and  other  facilities  of  Sea- 
brook  Farms  Co.,  Inc..  Seabrook,  NJ„ 


to  points  in  Tennessee.  Georgia,  Florida. 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Louisiana,  and  Virginia,  for  180 
days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER;  Sea- 
brook  Farms  Co.,  Inc.,  Seabrook  Farms, 
N.J.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  William  L. 
Scroggs.  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  1252  West  Peachtree  Street 
NW.,  Room  309,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  110098  (Sub-No.  139  TA) ,  filed 
August  22,  1973.  Applicant:  ZERO  RE- 
PRIGERA'TED  LINES.  1400  Ackerman 
Road,  P.O,  Box  20380,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 
78220.  Applicant’s  representative:  T.  W. 
Cothren  (same  address  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  byproducts,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  the  plant- 
site  of  Madison  Foods  at  Madison, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  New  Mexico,  Texas, 
Oklahoma,  Arkansas,  and  Louisiana,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Armour  and  Company,  Fresh  Meats  Di¬ 
vision,  Greyhound  Tower,  Phoenix, 
Ariz.  85077.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
Richard  H.  Dawkins.  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations.  301  Broadway 
Building,  Room  206,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 
78205. 

No.  MC  110988  (Sub-No.  298  TA) 
(CORRECTION),  filed  August  10,  1973, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  August  27,  1973,  and  republished  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Applicant: 
SCHNEIDER  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  200 
West  Cecil  Street,  Neenah,  Wis.  54956. 
Applicant’s  representative:  David  A. 
Petersen  (same  address  as  applicant) . 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  partial  repub- 
llcatlon  Is  to  correct  the  MC  number  to  No. 
MC  110988  (Sub-No.  298  TA)  In  lieu  of  No. 
MC  51146  (Sub-No.  298  TA),  which  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  error.  The  rest  of  the  application 
remains  the  same. 

No.  MC  110988  (Sub-No.  299  TA),  filed 
August  21,  1973.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  200  West  Cecil 
Street,  Neenah,  Wis.  54956.  Applicant’s 
representative:  David  A.  Petersen  (same 
address  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to 
{^rate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sodium  hypochlorite,  in  bulk,  in 
rubber-lined  trailers,  from  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  to  points  in  Illinous,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER;  Hydrite 
Chemical  Corporation.  1237  W.  Bruce 
Street,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53204  (Edward 
A.  Wex,  Exec.  Vice  Pres.).  SEND  PRO- 
’TESTS  ’TO:  District  Supervisor  John  E. 
Ryden,  Interstate  Commerce  (Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  135  West 
Wells  Street,  Room  807,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 
53203. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  394  TA).  filed 
August  22,  1973.  Applicant:  PUROLA- 
TOR  <X)URIER  CORP.,  2  Nevada  Drive, 


Lake  Success  (NHP-PO) .  N.Y.  11040.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  M.  Delany 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Small  emergency  re¬ 
placement  parts,  machine  tools,  and  elec¬ 
trical  parts,  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  packages  weighing  in  the 
aggregate  more  than  50  pounds  from  one 
consignor  to  one  consignee  on  any  one 
day,  (a)  between  Chicago,  Ill.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Wisconsin  and  (b)  between  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Illinois  (except  Chicago,  Ill.), 
and  (2)  small  automotive  parts  and  sup¬ 
plies  of  all  kinds,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  packages  weighing  in 
the  aggregate  more  than  50  pounds  from 
one  consignor  to  one  consignee  on  any 
one  day,  between  Chicago,  Melrose  Park, 
and  Broad  View.  Ill.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Milwaukee,  Green  Bay, 
and  Madison.  Wis.,  for  90  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPERS:  (1)  Oster  Cor¬ 
poration,  5055  N.  Lydell  Avenue,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.:  (2)  International  Har¬ 
vester  Company,  420  South  First  Street, 
Milwaukee,  Wis.;  (3)  Wisconsin  Bearing 
Company,  1310  S.  43rd  Street,  Milwaukee, 
Wis.:  and  (4)  R.  B.  Tool  &  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Co.,  3510  W.  Kiehnau  Avenue,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.  SEND  PROTESTS  'TO: 
Anthony  D.  Giaimo,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  26  Federal  Plaza, 
New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  395  TA).  filed 
August  22,  1973.  Applicant;  PUROLA- 
TOR  COURIER  CORP.,  2  Nevada  Drive. 
Lake  Success  (NHP-PO),  N.Y.  11040. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  M. 
Delany  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Business  papers, 
records,  audit,  and  accounting  media  of 
all  kinds,  and  advertising  material,  (a) 
1'  ^tween  Findlay,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other.  Fort  Wayne  and  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind.;  Champaign,  Ill.;  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.;  and  Lansing,  Mich.,  and  (b) 
between  Chicago,  Ill.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other.  Genoa  and  Gypsum. 
Ohio,  for  90  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPERS:  (1)  Marathon  Oil  Company. 
Findlay,  Ohio  45840,  and  (2)  United 
States  Gypsum  Company,  101  South 
Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  Ill.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  Anthony  D.  Giaimo,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  26 
Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  112627  (Sub-No.  17  TA).  filed 
August  23.  1973.  Applicant:  OWENS 
BROS.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  247,  Dansville, 
N.Y.  14437.  Applicant’s  representative: 
S.  Michael  Richards,  44  North  Avenue, 
Webster,  N.Y.  14580.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregrular  route-:,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages,  from  Columbus, 
Ohio,  to  Lakeville,  N.Y.,  and  return 
empty  containers  and  pallets,  in  the  re¬ 
verse  direction,  for  180  days.  SUPPORT- 
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ING  SHIPPER:  Mr.  Francis  E.  West, 
President,  West  Beer  Dlst.,  Inc.,  Lake¬ 
ville,  N.Y.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Morris 
H.  Gross,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bxmeau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Room  104,  301  Erie  Blvd.,  West. 
Syracuse,  N.Y.  13262. 

No.  MC  113828  (Sub-No.  209  TA),  filed 
August  22,  1973.  Applicant:  O’BOYLE 
TANK  LINES,  INCORPORATED,  Mlg: 
P.O.  Box  30006,  Washington,  D.C.  20014, 
and  Off:  5320  Marinelli  Drive,  Montrose 
Industrial  Park,  Rockville,  Md.  20852. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  A. 
Grimm  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Sand,  in  bulk,  from 
Lugoff,  S.C.,  to  Salem,  Va.,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Star  Poimciry 
Products,  Inc.,  Inc.,  Route  1,  Box  266, 
Salem.  Va.  24153.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
Robert  D.  Caldwell,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  12th  Street  &  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20423. 

No.  MC  114265  (Sub-No.  26  TA),  filed 
August  22,  1973.  Applicant:  RALPH 
SHOEMAKER,  doing  business  as  SHOE¬ 
MAKER  TRUCKING  CO.,  8624  Franklin 
Road,  Boise,  Idaho  83705.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  F.  L.  Sigloh,  P.O.  Box 
7651,  Boise,  Idaho  83705.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Wood  and  steel  trusses 
combined,  from  the  plantsite  of  Trus- 
Joist  Corporation,  Dubuque,  Iowa,  to 
points  in  Wyoming,  Colorado,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Utah,  Arizona,  Nevada,  and  Cali¬ 
fornia,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Trus- Joist  Corporation,  900 
E.  Park  Blvd.,  Boise,  Idaho  83706.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  C.  W.  Campbell,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bmeau  of  Operations,  550 
West  Port  Street,  Box  07,  Boise,  Idaho 
83724. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  161  TA),  filed 
August  20,  1973.  Applicant:  DART 

TRANSIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave¬ 
nue,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same 
address  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transp>ort- 
ing:  Frozen  potatoes  and  frozen  potato 
products,  from  Grand  Porks,  N.  Dak.,  to 
{Mints  in  Connecticut,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Michigan,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  and  Pennsylvania,  for  180 
days.  RESTRICTION:  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Western  Potato  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc.  at  Grand  Porks,  N.  Dak.  and 
destined  to  points  in  the  named  states. 
SUPPOR’ITNG  SHIPPER:  Western 
Potato  Service,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1391, 
Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  District  Supervisor  Raymond  T. 
Jones,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  448  Federal 
Bldg.  &  U.S.  Court  House,  110  S.  4th  St., 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401. 


No.  MC  114604  (Sub-No.  19  TA),  filed 
August  7,  1973.  Applicant:  CAUDELL 
’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  State  Farmers  Mar¬ 
ket,  #33,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  30050.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Christian  V.  Graf, 
407  North  Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
17101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
and  preserved  foodstuffs,  from  the  dis¬ 
tribution  facility  of  Heinz  U.S.A.  at 
Greenville,  S.C.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Georgia,  Mississippi,  Tennessee,  and  the 
New  Orleans,  La.,  commercial  zone,  for 
180  days.  RES’TRICTION:  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  and  destined  to  the 
points  and  territories  shown.  SUPPORT¬ 
ING  SHIPPER:  Heinz  U.S. A.,  Division  of 
H.  J.  Heinz  Co.,  P.O.  Box  57,  Pittsburg, 
Pa.  15230.  SEND  PRO’TES’TS  TD: 
William  L.  Scroggs,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operaticms,  Room  309,  1252  West 
Peachtree  St.  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  115654  (Sub-No.  21  TA),  filed 
August  20,  1973.  Applicant:  ’TENNESSEE 
CARTAGE  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1193,  809 
Ewing  Avenue,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37202. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Walter  Har¬ 
wood,  404  James  Robertson  Parkway, 
Nashville,  Tenn.  37219.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregtUar  routes, 
transporting:  Confectionery,  confec¬ 
tionery  products,  chocolates,  and  re¬ 
lated  chocolate  items,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
except  commodities  in  bulk,  from  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Jefferson,  Etowah, 
St.  Clair,  Calhoim,  and  Talladega  Coim- 
ties,  Ala.,  for  150  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  M.  &  M./Mars,  Inc.,  High 
Street,  Hackettstown,  N.J.  07840.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  Joe  J.  Tate.  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bimeau  of  Operations,  803,  1808 
West  End  Building,  Nashville,  Tenn. 
37203. 

No.  MC  117883  (Sub-No.  180  TA),  filed 
August  22,  1973.  Applicant:  SUBLER 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  791  East  Main  Street, 
P.O.  Box  62,  Versailles,  Ohio  45380.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Edward  J.  Sub- 
ler  (same  address  as  applicant).  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat 
products,  and  meat  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  pack¬ 
inghouses.  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  “Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,’’  61  MCC  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Madison  Foods,  Inc., 
at  Madison,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire  New  Jersey.  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  Madison,  Nebr.,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Armour  and 
Company,  Fresh  Meats  Division,  Grey¬ 


hound  Tower,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85077. 
SEND  PRO’TESTS  TO:  Paul  J.  Lowry, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  5514- 
B  Federal  Building,  550  Main  Street, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  45202. 

No.  MC  118959  (Sub-No.  106  TA)  filed 
August  20,  1973.  Applicant:  JERRY 
LIPPS,  INC.,  130  S.  Frederick  St.,  CTape 
Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  L.  Bruemmer,  121  W. 
Doty  Street,  Madison,  Wis.  53703.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Building  materials 
and  supplies  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Louisville  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone,  and  from  the  plant  site 
and  storage  facilities  of  Bird  &  Son,  Inc., 
at  Bardstown,  Ky.,  to  Springfield,  Ky., 
restricted  to  (1)  traffic  from  the  plant 
site  of  American  Standard  Corporation 
at  Louisville,  Ky.,  shall  be  restricted  to 
destinations  lying  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
83  and  (2)  Tacking  of  this  authority  with 
carrier’s  certificate  No.  MC  118959  (Sub- 
No.  85)  at  the  plant  site  of  Tech-Panel 
Corporation,  Springfield,  Ky„  shall  be 
for  the  purpose  of  joinder  only,  and  no 
service  shall  be  provided  thereby  to  the 
states  of  Alabama,  Georgia,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  and  South 
Carolina,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPERS:  Bird  &  Son,  Inc.,  Shawhan 
Lane,  Bardstown,  Ky.  40004;  American 
Standard,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2003;  General 
Plywood  Corp.,  234  Silver,  New  Albany, 
Ind.;  Queen  Products  Company,  Inc., 
1234  Rowan,  Louisville,  Ky.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor  J.  P. 
Werthmann,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Room 
1465,  210  N,  12th  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
63101. 

Note.. — Applicant  does  Intend  to  talk  with 
MC  118959  (Sub-No.  86). 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  176  TA),  filed 
August  22,  1973.  Applicant:  CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  6188,  1612  E.  Irving  Blvd.,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  K.  Newbold,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  commom  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Refined 
sugar,  in  packages,  from  Gramercy,  La., 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Missouri,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  for  180  days.  SUPPOR’TING 
SHIPPER:  Colonial  Sugars  Company, 
Gramercy,  La.  70052.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  Transportation  Specialist  Gerald 
T.  Holland,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  1100 
Commerce  Street,  Room  13C12,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75202. 

No.  MC  119934  (Sub-No.  194  TA),  filed 
August  22,  1973.  Applicant:  ECOFF 
’TRUCKING,  INC.,  625  East  Broad¬ 
way,  Fortville,  Ind.  46040.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  J.  F.  Crouch 
(same  address  as  above).  Authority 
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sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Molasses,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Colonial  Molasses  Company, 
400  No.  Gayoso  St.,  New  Orleans,  La. 
70119.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  District 
Supervisor  James  W.  Habermehl,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  802  Century  Bldg.,  36  S. 
Penn.  Street,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 

No.  MC  123556  (Sub-No.  5  TA),  filed 
August  14,  1973.  Applicant:  RAHIER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  1822  South  First 
Street,  Yakima,  Wash.  98901.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Warren  L.  Dewar,  Jr.,  303 
East  D  Street,  Yakima,  Wash.  98901.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bananas,  in  trucks 
or  trailers  not  exceeding  a  payload  of 
24,000  pounds  p>er  imit,  from  points  in 
Los  Angeles,  County,  Calif.,  to  Yakima, 
Wash.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Associated  Grocers,  Inc.,  3301 
South  Norfolk  Street,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98118.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  District 
Supervisor  W.  J.  Huetig,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
450  Multnomah  Bldg.,  319  SW.  Pine  St., 
Portland,  Oreg.  97204. 

No.  MC  124027  (Sub-No.  7  TA),  filed 
August  21,  1973.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
BULK,  INCORPORATED,  1100  Winne- 
conne  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  726,  Neenah, 
Wis.  54956,  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  L.  Bruemmer,  121  West  Doty  Street, 
Maidlson,  Wis.  53703.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Shredded  auto  scrap,  from  Kings- 
ford,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Wisconsin,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Iowa,  Illinois,  and  Minnesota,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  East 
Kingsford  Iron  &  Metal  Company,  100 
East  Superior  Avenue,  Iron  Moimtain, 
Mich.  49801  (Norman  J.  Mainville,  Jr., 
Owner) .  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  District 
Supervisor  John  E.  Ryden,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  135  West  Wells  Street,  Room  807, 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  53203. 

No.  MC  124027  (Sub  No.  8  TA)  filed 
August  21,  1973.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
BULK,  INCORPORATED,  1100  Winne- 
conne  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  726,  Neenah, 
Wis.  54956.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  L.  Bruemmer,  121  W.  Doty  Street, 
Madison,  Wis.  53703.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cofce,  in  bulk,  from  Neenah  and 
Appleton,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Wisconsin,  and  the  Upper  Penin¬ 
sula  of  Michigan,  for  180  day&  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPERS:  A.  E.  Schultz 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  726,  Neenah,  Wis. 
54956  (S.  L.  Laurin,  Vice  Pres.)  and 
Koppers  Company,  Inc.,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55104  (W.  J,  Goodlet,  Manager,  Sales). 
SEND  PRO'TESTS  TO:  District  Super¬ 
visor  John  E.  Ryden,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
135  West  Wells  Street,  Room  807,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.  53203. 


No.  MC  124328  (Sub-No.  56  TA)  filed 
August  22,  1973,  Applicant:  BRINK’S 
INCORPORA'TED,  234  E.  24th  Street, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60616.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  G.  O’Keefe,  O’Hare 
Plaza,  Suite  650,  5725  E.  River  Road, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60631.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Precious  metals  and! or  coins  in 
bags,  bars,  bullion  and  specie,  from 
Laredo,  Tex.,  to  Chicago,  Ill.;  Newark, 
N.J.;  Providence,  R.I.;  points  in  Los 
Angeles  Coimty,  Calif.;  and  Fairfield, 
Conn.,  and  between  Chicago,  Ill.  and  New 
York,  N.Y.  and  points  in  Union,  Essex 
and  Middlesex  Counties,  N.J.,  and  from 
Kellogg,  Idaho,  to  Chicago,  Ill.;  points 
in  Los  Angeles  County,  Calif.;  New  York, 
N.Y.;  and  Newark.  N.J.,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Saul  Quinn, 
Assistant  Traffic  Manager,  Philipp 
Brothers  Division  of  Engelhard  Minerals 
&  Chemical  Corporation,  299  Park  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  York.  N.Y.  10017.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  Richard  K.  Shullaw,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Everett  McKinley  Dirksen  Building,  219 
S.  Dearborn  Street,  Room  1086,  Chicago, 
Ill.  60604. 

No.  MC  133801  (Sub-No.  4  TA),  filed 
August  20,  1973.  Applicant:  FEDERA¬ 
TION  TRUCKING  CORP.,  1101  Prospect 
Avenue,  Brooklyn,  N.Y.  11218.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  D.  Traub, 
10  East  40th  Street,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10016.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Col¬ 
lating,  binding  and  inserting  machines, 
counter  stackers,  trimmers,  newspaper 
stuffing  and  mail-room  machinery  and 
equipment,  between  points  in  the  New 
York,  N.Y.  Commercial  Zone  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  and  Hauppage,  N.Y., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Ohio,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Muller-Martini  Corp.,  40  Rabro  Drive, 
Hauppauge,  N.Y.  11787.  SEND  PRO- 
’TESTS  TO:  Marvin  Kampel,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  26  Fed¬ 
eral  Plaza,  New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  136831  (Sub-No.  2  TA),  filed 
August  17,  1973.  Applicant:  GEORGE 
HUSACK,  167  Locust  Drive,  Schnecks- 
ville.  Pa.  18078.  Appplicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  W.  Frame,  Box  626,  2207  Old 
Gettysbiu-g  Road,  Camp  Hill,  Pa.  17011. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Lamps, 
lampshades,  flocked  paper,  plastic  lamp¬ 
shades  and  parts  and  accessories  for 
lamps  and  lampshades,  and  materials 
and  supplies  and  equipment  used  or  use¬ 
ful  in  the  production,  storage,  distribu¬ 
tion  or  use  of  lamps  and  lampshades, 
from  the  plantsite  of  the  Keystone  Lamp 
Manufacturing  Corporation,  Washing¬ 


ton  Township,  Lehigh  County,  Pa.,  to 
Etoyton,  Ohio  and  between  the  said  plant- 
site  and  Elizabeth  and  West  Paterson, 
N.J.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIP¬ 
PER:  Keystone  Lamp  Mfg.  Corp.,  Slat- 
ington.  Pa.  18080,  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  F.  W.  Doyle,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Wm.  J.  Green,  Jr., 
Federal  Bldg.,  600  Arch  Street,  Room 
3238,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19106. 

No.  MC  139011  TA,  filed  August  20, 
1973.  Applicant:  GERALD  N.  HJERM- 
STAD,  doing  business  as  HJERMSTAD 
TRUCKING,  Florence,  S.  Dak.  57735. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Irving  A. 
Hinderaker,  P.O.  Box  766,  Watertown, 
S.  Dak.  57201.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Alfalfa  meal,  alfalfa  pellets,  and  alfalfa 
cubes,  from  Twin  Brooks,  S.  Dak.,  to 
points  in  North  Dakota,  Minnesota, 
Iowa,  Nebraska,  and  Missouri  for  180 
days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Twin 
Brooks  Alfalfa  Mill,  Inc.,  Russell  Wiese, 
Secretary,  P.O.  Box  10,  Twin  Brooks,  S. 
Dak.  57269.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  J.  L. 
Hammond,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Room  369,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Pierre,  S,  Dak.  57501. 

No.  MC  139012  TA,  filed  August  20, 
1973,  Applicant:  BIG  T  BROKERS,  INC., 
doing  business  as  BIG  T  LINES,  230 
Abbott  Street,  Salinas,  Calif.  93901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  Paul 
Fischer,  140  Montgomery  Street,  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  94104.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  viz.:  dessert  mixes;  des¬ 
sert  preparations,  other  than  frozen; 
food,  cooked,  cured,  preserved  or  pre¬ 
pared,  frozen;  food,  prepared,  NOI;  fruit, 
canned  or  preserved,  including  crushed 
fruit  and  fruit  butter;  fruit,  fresh,  cold 
pack  (frozen  fresh  fruit,  either  sweet¬ 
ened  or  not  sweetened) ;  jams,  jellies,  or 
preserves,  edible;  peanut  butter  (peanut 
paster)  or  peanut  spread;  pies,  NOI.  not 
baked  requiring  baking,  frozen;  sauces 
or  toppings,  ice  cream  or  desert,  dry,  liq¬ 
uid  or  paste;  syrup,  flavoring  or  fruit; 
and  labels,  containers  or  items  related  to 
packaging  of  above  foodstuffs,  between 
points  in  Wayne,  Medina,  and  Summit 
Coimties,  Ohio;  Clarion  and  Erie  Coun¬ 
ties,  Pa.;  and  Cook  Coimty,  HI.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  points  in  Yakima  County. 
Wash.;  Multnomah,  Marion,  and  Wash¬ 
ington  Counties,  Oreg. ;  Adam,  Arapahoe, 
and  Jefferson  Counties,  Colo.;  Ventura, 
San  Bernardino,  Los  Angeles,  Orange, 
San  Diego,  Monterey,  and  Santa  Cruz 
Counties,  Calif.;  and  Maricopa  County, 
Ariz.,  on  the  other,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER:  J.  M.  Smucker 
Co.,  P.O.  Box  1447,  Salinas,  Calif.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor 
Claud  W.  Reeves,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  450 
Golden  Gate  Avenue,  Box  36004,  San 
Francisco.  Calif.  94102. 

No.  MC  138360  TA  PEITTION  FOR 
MODIFICATION  OF  TEMPORARY  AU- 
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THORITY,  filed  June  27.  1973.  Appli¬ 
cant:  PRESTON  DOBBS,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  PRESTON  DOBBS  TRUCK 
SERVICE.  P.O.  Box  11.  HamUton.  Miss. 
39746.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Harold  D.  Miller.  Jr..  P.O.  Box  22567. 
Jackson.  Miss.  39205.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives  and  commodities  in 
bulk) .  and  empty  trailers,  between  Aber¬ 
deen  and  Tupelo.  Miss.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  in  Clay,  Lee, 
and  Monroe  Counties.  Miss.,  restricted 
to  traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  rail  in  trailer-on-flatcar 
service. 

Note. — The  above-described  authority  has 
been  granted  by  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  by 
order  dated  March  9. 1973.  This  republication 
is  to  show  that  applicant  requests  that  the 
facilities  of  American  Colloid  Company  at 
or  near  White  Springs.  Miss,  be  added  as 
an  additional  destination  point. 

SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Alan  C.  Tar¬ 
rant,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  Room  212,  145  East  Amite 
Building,  Jackson,  Miss.  39201. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.73-18925  Piled  9-5-73;8;45  am] 


NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  MOTOR  CARRIER 
INTRASTATE  APPLICATIONS 

August  31,  1973. 

The  following  applications  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  (^lerate  in 
intrastate  commerce  seek  ccsicxn'rent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of 
the  intrastate  authorits^  sought,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  206(a)(6)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  as  amended  Octo¬ 
ber  15,  1962.  The.se  applications  are 
governed  by  Special  Rule  1.245  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  P^ERAL  Register,  issue  of 
April  11, 1963,  page  3533,  which  provides, 
among  other  things,  that  protests  and 
requests  for  information  concerning  the 
time  and  place  of  State  Cfnninission 
hearings  or  other  proceedings,  any  subse¬ 
quent  changes  therein,  any  other  related 
matters  shall  be  directed  to  the  State 
Commission  with  which  the  application 
is  filed  and  shall  not  be  addressed  to  or 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission. 

Alaska  Docket  No.  73-216-N/F/A, 
filed  July  26,  1973.  Applicant:  CLAR¬ 
ENCE  WREN,  doing  business  as  DIL¬ 
LINGHAM  CONSTRUCmON  COM¬ 
PANY,  P.O.  Box  81,  Dillingham,  Alaska 
99576.  Applicant’s  representative:  An¬ 
drew  E.  Hoge,  921  West  Sixth  Avenue, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99501.  Certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  sought 
to  operate  a  freight  service  as  follows: 
Transportation  of  general  commodities, 
within  a  50-mile  radius  of  Dillingham, 
Alaska  (including  Dillingham,  Alaska). 
HEARING:  Date,  time,  and  place  not 
shown.  Requests  for  procedural  infor¬ 


mation  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Alaska  Transportation  CTfxnmission,  750 
MacKay  Bldg.,  338  Denali  Street,  An¬ 
chorage,  Alaska  99501, -and  should  not 
be  directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

California  Docket  No.  54249,  filed 
August  20,  1973.  Applicant:  AIRPORT 
DBAYAGE  CJOMPANY,  710  Dubuque 
Street,  South  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
94080.  Applicant’s  representative:  E.  H. 
Griffiths,  1182  Market  Street,  Suite  207, 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102.  Certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service  as 
follows:  Transportation  of  general  com¬ 
modities.  subject  to  exceptions  and  re¬ 
strictions  noted,  as  follows:  (A)  Be¬ 
tween  all  points  and  places  located  in 
the  following  areas  and  along  the  follow¬ 
ing  routes:  (1)  U.S. Highway  101  between 
San  Rafael  and  Chualar,  inclusive,  and 
points  within  10  miles  of  said  route;  (2) 
State  Highway  17  between  San  Rafael 
and  Santa  Cruz,  Inclusive,  and  points 
within  10  miles  of  said  route;  (3)  State 
Highway  1  between  San  Francisco  and 
Carmel,  inclusive,  and  points  within  10 
miles  of  said  route,  including  the  off 
route  point  of  Carmel  Valley;  (4)  State 
Highway  9  between  Los  Gatos  and  Santa 
Cruz,  inclusive,  and  points  within  5  miles 
of  said  route;  (5)  Stete  Highway  152  be¬ 
tween  San  Felipe  and  State  Highway  1, 
at  Watsonville,  inclusive,  and  points 
within  5  miles  of  said  route;  (6)  State 
Highway  156  between  San  Felipe  and  its 
intersection  with  UJS.  Highway  101 
south  of  Gilroy,  inclusive,  and  points 
within  5  miles  of  said  route;  (7)  State 
Highway  129  between  its  intersection 
with  UB.  Highway  101  and  State  High¬ 
way  1,  at  Watsonville,  inclusive,  and 
points  within  5  miles  of  said  route;  (8) 
State  Highway  68  between  Salinas  and 
Monterey,  inclusive,  and  points  within  5 
miles  of  said  route;  (9)  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80  between  San  FTancisco  and 
Roseville,  inclusive,  and  points  within 
20  miles  of  said  route;  (10)  Interstate 
Highway  580,  U.S.  Highways  205  and  5, 
between  San  Francisco  and  Stockton, 
inclusive,  and  points  within  20  miles  of 
said  route;  (11)  State  Highway  4  be¬ 
tween  Pinole  and  Stockton,  Inclusive, 
and  points  within  5  miles  of  said  route; 
(12)  State  Highway  24  between  Oakland 
and  Concord,  inclusive,  and  points 
within  5  miles  of  said  route;  (13)  State 
Highway  84  between  Livermore  and 
Redwood  City,  inclusive,  and  points 
within  5  miles  of  said  route;  (14)  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  680  between  Vallejo  and 
its  intersectimi  with  State  Highway  17 
near  Milpitas,  Inclusive,  and  points 
within  10  miles  of  said  route;  and  (15) 
State  Highway  99  between  Sacramento 
and  Fresno,  inclusive,  and  points  within 
10  miles  of  said  route;  (B)  Carrier  may 
serve  between  any  two  points  named 
above  whether  named  in  one  or  more 
than  one  of  the  above  numbered  para¬ 
graphs;  and  carrier  may  make  use  of 
any  and  all  streets,  roads,  highways,  and 
bridges,  in  performing  the  service  herein 
authorized;  and  (C)  Carrier  shall  not 
transport  any  shipments  of:  (1)  Used 
household  goods  and  personal  effects  not 


packed  in  accordance  with  the  crated 
property  requirements  set  forth  in  Item 
No.  5  of  Minimum  Rate  Tariff  No.  4-B; 

(2)  Automobiles,  Trucks  and  Buses,  viz; 
new  and  used,  finished  or  unfinished  pas¬ 
senger  automobiles  (including  jeeps), 
ambulances,  hearses  and  taxis;  freight 
automobiles,  automobile  chassis,  trucks, 
truck  chassis,  truck  trailers,  trucks  and 
trailers  combined,  buses  and  bus  chassis; 

(3)  Livestock,  viz:  bucks,  bulls,  calves, 
cattle,  cows,  dairy  cattle,  ewes,  goats, 
hogs,  horses,  kids,  lambs,  oxen,  pigs, 
sheep,  sheep  camp  outfits,  sows,  steers, 
stags,  or  swine:  (4)  Commodities  when 
transported  in  bulk  in  diunp  trucks 
or  in  hopper- type  trucks;  (5)  Commodi¬ 
ties  when  transported  in  motor  vehicles 
equipped  for  mechanical  mixing  in 
transit;  (6)  Liquids,  compressed  gases, 
commodities  in  semiplastic  form  and 
commodities  in  suspension  in  liquids  in 
bulk,  in  tank  trucks,  tank  trailers,  tank 
semitrailers  or  a  combination  of  such 
highway  vehicles;  (7)  logs;  (8)  Fresh 
fruit  and  vegetables;  and  (9)  Trailer 
Coaches  and  Campers,  including  inte¬ 
gral  parts  and  contents  when  the  con¬ 
tents  are  within  the  trailer  coach  or 
camper.  HEARING:  Date,  time,  and 
place  not  shown.  Requests  for  procedur¬ 
al  information  should  be  addressed  to 
the  California  Public  Utilities  Commis¬ 
sion,  State  Bldg.,  Cfivic  Center,  455 
Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94102,  and  should  not  be  directed 
to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

California  Docket  No.  54265  filed  Au¬ 
gust  23,  1973.  Applicant:  HASLETT 
COMPANY,  1991  Dennison  Street,  Oak¬ 
land,  Calif.  94604.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Marvin  Handler,  Handler,  Baker  ti 
Greene,  100  Pine  Street,  Suite  2550,  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  94111.  Certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  sought  to 
operate  a  freight  service  as  follows: 
Transportation  of  general  commodities, 
subject  to  exceptions  and  restrictions 
noted,  as  follows:  (A)  Between  all  points 
in  the  San  Francisco-East  Bay  Cartage 
Zone  embraced  by  the  followed  bound¬ 
ary:  Beginning  at  the  point  where  the 
San  Francisco-San  Mateo  County  Boimd- 
ary  Line  meets  the  Pacific  Ocean;  thence 
easterly  along  said  boundary  line  to  Lake 
Merced  Boulevard;  thence  southerly 
along  said  Lake  Merced  Boulevard  and 
Lynnewood  Drive  to  South  Mayfair 
Avenue;  thence  westerly  along  said  South 
Mayfair  Avenue  to  Crestwood  Drive; 
thence  southerly  along  Crestwood  Drive 
to  Southgate  Avenue;  thence  westerly 
along  Southgate  Avenue  to  Maddux 
Drive;  thence  southerly  and  easterly 
along  Maddux  Drive  to  a  point  one  mile 
west  of  Highway  U.S.  101 ;  thence  south¬ 
easterly  along  an  imaginary  line  one 
mile  west  of  and  paralleling  Highway 
UB.  101  (EH  Camino  Real)  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  the  southerly  boundary  line 
of  the  City  of  San  Mateo;  thence  north¬ 
easterly,  northwesterly,  northerly  and 
easterly  altmg  said  southerly  boundary 
to  Bayshore  Highway  (UB.  101  Bypass) ; 
thence  leaving  said  boundary  line  and 
continuing  easterly  along  the  projection 
of  last  said  course  to  its  Intersection  with 
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Belmont  (or  Angelo)  Creek:  thence 
northeasterly  along  Belmont  (  or  Angelo) 
Creek  to  Seal  Creek:  thence  westerly 
and  northerly  to  a  point  one  mile  south 
of  Toll  Bridge  Road:  thence  easterly 
along  an  imaginary  line  one  mile  south¬ 
erly  and  paralleling  Toll  Bridge  Road  and 
San  Mateo  Bridge  and  Mt.  Eden  Road 
to  its  intersection  with  State  Sign  Route 
17 :  thence  continuing  easterly  and  north¬ 
easterly  along  an  imaginary  line  one  mile 
south  and  southeasterly  of  and  parallel¬ 
ing  Mt.  Eden  Road  and  Jackson  Road  to 
its  intersection  with  an  imaginary  line 
one  mile  easterly  of  and  paralleling  State 
Sign  Route  9. 

Thence  northerly  along  said  imaginary 
line  one  mile  easterly  of  and  paralleling 
State  Sign  Route  9  to  its  intersection  with 
“B”  Street,  Hayward :  thence  easterly  and 
northerly  along  “B”  Street  to  Center 
Street:  thence  northerly  along  Center 
Street  to  Castro  Valley  Boulevard:  thence 
westerly  along  Castro  Valley  Boulevard 
to  Redwood  Road:  thence  northerly  along 
Redwood  Road  to  William  Street:  thence 
westerly  along  William  Street  and  168th 
Avenue  to  Foothill  Boulevard:  north¬ 
westerly  along  Foothill  Boulevard  to  the 
southerly  boundary  line  of  the  City  of 
Oakland:  thence  easterly  and  northerly 
along  the  Oakland  Boundary  line  to  its 
intersection  with  the  Alameda-Contra 
Costa  County  Boundary  Line:  thence 
northwesterly  along  last  said  line  to  its 
intersection  with  Arlington  Avenue 
(Berkeley) :  thence  northwesterly  along 
Arlington  Avenue  to  a  point  one  mile 
northeasterly  of  San  Pablo  Avenue 
(Highway  U.S.  40) :  thence  northwesterly 
along  an  imaginary  line  one  mile  easterly 
of  and  paralleling  San  Pablo  Avenue 
(Highway  U.S.  40)  to  its  intersection 
with  County  Road  No.  20  (Contra  Costa 
County) :  thence  westerly  along  County 
Road  No.  20  to  Broadway  Avenue  (also 
known  as  Balboa  Road) :  thence  north¬ 
erly  along  Broadway  Avenue  (also  known 
as  Balboa  Road)  to  Highway  U.S.  40: 
thence  northerly  along  Highway  U.S.  40 
to  Rivers  Street:  thence  westerly  along 
Rivers  Street  to  11th  Street:  thence 
northerly  along  11th  Street  to  Johns  Ave¬ 
nue:  thence  westerly  along  Johns  Avenue 
to  Collins  Avenue:  thence  northerly 
along  Collins  Avenue  to  Morton  Ave¬ 
nue:  thence  westerly  along  Morton  Ave¬ 
nue  to  the  Southern  Pacific  Company 
right-of-way  and  continuing  westerly 
along  the  prolongation  of  Morton  Ave¬ 
nue  to  the  shore  line  of  San  Pablo  Bay: 
thence  southerly  and  westerly  along  the 
shore  line  and  waterfront  of  San  Pablo 
Bay  to  Point  San  Pablo:  thence  southerly 
along  an  imaginary  line  from  Point  San 
Pablo  to  the  San  Francisco  waterfront 
at  the  foot  of  Market  Street:  thence  west¬ 
erly  along  said  waterfont  and  shore  line 
to  the  Pacific  Ocean:  thence  southerly 
along  the  shore  line  of  the  Pacific  Ocean 
to  the  point  of  beginning. 

(B)  From,  to  and  between  all  points 
on  and  within  10  miles  on  either  side  of 
the  following  routes:  (1)  Between  Oak¬ 
land  and  Auburn  via  Interstate  Highway 
80:  (2)  Between  San  Francisco  and 
Roseville  on  Interstate  Highway  80  in¬ 
cluding  all  points  within  20  miles  of  the 


city  limits  of  Sacramento:  (3)  Between 
Oakland  and  Sacramento  via  California 
State  Route  24  and  Interstate  High¬ 
ways  680  and  80:  (4)  Between  Sacra¬ 
mento  and  Woodland  via  California  State 
Route  16  and  Interstate  Highway  5:  (5) 
Between  the  jiinction  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80  and  State  Route  113  South  of 
Davis  and  Marysville  via  State  Routes 
113,  99  and  20:  (6)  Between  Roseville 
and  Yuba  City  via  State  Routes  65  and 
20:  (7)  Between  Auburn  and  Jackson  via 
California  State  Route  49:  (8)  Between 
North  Sacramento  and  Elverta  via  im- 
numbered  highway  and  between  said  un- 
niunbered  highway  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80  via  another  unnumbered  highway 
through  Rio  Linda:  (9)  Between  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  and  U.S.  Highway  50 
via  imnumbered  highway  through  Fol¬ 
som:  (10)  Between  U.S.  Highway  50  at 
Clarksville  and  California  State  Route 
16  via  unnumbered  highway  through 
Latrobe:  (11)  Between  Sacramento  and 
CJitrus  via  unnumbered  highway  through 
Fairoaks:  (12)  Between  U.S.  Highway 
50  at  Shingle  Springs  and  Latrobe  via 
imnumbered  highway:  (13)  Between 
Roseville  and  Folsom  via  unnumbered 
highway:  (14)  Between  California  State 
Route  16  and  lone  via  California  State 
Route  104:  (15)  Between  lone  and  Pine 
Grove  via  California  State  Route  88 
through  Martell  and  Jackson:  (16)  Be¬ 
tween  U.S.  Highway  50  east  of  Shingle 
Springs  and  El  Dorado  via  unniunbered 
highway:  (17)  Between  Sacramento  and 
California  State  Route  49  north  of  Dry- 
town  via  California  State  Route  16:  (18) 
Between  Sacramento  and  points  within 
a  radius  of  ten  miles  thereof,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Grass 
Valley,  Nevada  C?ity,  points  and  places 
within  a  radius  of  five  miles  of  Grass 
Valley  and  of  Nevada  City  and  Inter¬ 
mediate  points  on  California  State  High¬ 
way  49  between  Nevada  City  and  Auburn 
but  not  including  Auburn. 

(19)  Locally  between  all  points  on 
California  State  Highway  49  between 
Nevada  City  and  Auburn  but  not  includ¬ 
ing  Auburn,  including  also  all  points  and 
places  within  a  radius  of  five  miles  of 
Grass  Valley  and  of  said  Nevada  City, 
California:  Over  and  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  and  California  State  Highway  49. 
Over  and  along  any  streets  and  high¬ 
ways  in  the  named  cities  and  to  reach 
any  point  or  places  within  which  carrier 
is  authorized  to  render  service:  (20)  Be- 
Clarksville,  including  Clarksville,  and 
route:  (22)  Between  Oakland  and  Pa- 
Clarksville,  including  Clarksville,  and 
the  off -route  points  of  El  Dorado  and 
Diamond  Springs:  Prom  Sacramento 
over  U.S.  Highway  50  to  Pollock  Pines 
and  return  over  the  same  route:  (21)  Be¬ 
tween  Sacramento  and  Jackson  serving 
the  intermediate  points  of  Sloughouse, 
Michigan  Bar,  Drytown,  Amador  Cityj 
Sutter  Creek,  and  Martell:  Prom  Sacra¬ 
mento  over  California  State  Highway  16 
to  Junction  California  State  Highway  49, 
thence  over  California  State  Highway  49 
to  Jackson,  and  return  over  the  same 
route:  (22)  Between  Oakland  and  Pa¬ 
cific  House  via  State  Highways  17  and 
238,  Interstate  Highways  580  and  205, 


State  Highway  99  and  U.S.  Highway  50: 
(23)  Between  San  Francisco  and  Stock- 
ton  via  Interstate  Highway  80,  State 
Highways  17  and  238,  Interstate  High¬ 
ways  580  and  205,  State  Highway  99  and 
U.S.  Highway  5:  (24)  Between  Stockton 
and  Sacramento  via  State  Highway  99 
including  all  points  within  20  miles  of 
thecity  limits  of  Stockton:  (25)  Between 
Stockton  and  Los  Angeles  Basin  Terri¬ 
tory  (see  note)  over  State  Highway  99 
and  Interstate  Highway  5:  (26)  Between 
Hercules  and  Stockton  via  State  High¬ 
way  4:  (27)  Between  Manteca  and  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  5  via  State  Highway  120; 
(28)  Between  Stockton  and  Modesto  via 
State  Highway  99:  (29)  Between  Los 
Angeles  Basin  Territory  and  jimction 
with  Interstate  Highway  580  near  Tracy 
over  Interstate  Highway  5:  (30)  Between 
junction  of  Interstate  Highway  580  near 
Tracy  and  Maricopa  via  State  Highway 
33:  (31)  Between  Maricopa  and  junc¬ 
tion  with  Interstate  Highway  5  and  State 
Highway  99  north  of  Wheeler  Ridge  over 
State  Highway  166:  (32)  Between  Taft 
and  State  Highway  99  over  California 
Highway  119  to  a  point  approximately 
10  miles  south  of  Bakersfield:  (33)  Be¬ 
tween  McKittrick  and  Bakersfield  over 
California  Highway  58:  (34)  Between 
Woodlake  and  junction  with  State  High¬ 
way  99  near  Bakersfield  over  California 
Highway  65:  (35)  Between  Fresno  and 
junction  with  Interstate  Highway  5  near 
Kettleman  City  via  State  Highway  41. 

(36)  Between  Visalia  and  junction 
with  California  Highway  198  near  Lem- 
oncove  over  State  Highway  216;  (37)  Be¬ 
tween  junction  with  State  Highway  98 
north  of  Exeter  and  junction  with  State 
Highway  99  north  of  Bakersfield  over 
State  Highway  65;  (38)  Between  Cor¬ 
coran  and  Lindsay  over  State  Highway 
137:  (39)  Between  Porterville  and  junc¬ 
tion  with  State  Highway  43  south  of  Cor¬ 
coran  over  State  Highway  190:  (40)  Be¬ 
tween  Orosi  and  Woodlake  over  State 
Highway  69;  (41)  Between  Kingsburg 
and  junction  with  State  Highway  69 
near  Woodlake  over  State  Highway  201; 
(42)  Between  Tulare  and  junction  with 
State  Highway  180  near  Orange  Cove 
over  State  Highway  63;  (43)  Between 
Fresno  and  junction  with  State  Highway 
63  near  Orange  Cove  over  State  Highway 
180:  (44)  Between  Fresno  and  Mendota 
over  State  Highway  180:  (45)  Between 
Pirebaugh  and  Madera  over  State  High¬ 
way  145:  (46)  Between  Merced  and 
Gustine  over  State  Highway  140;  (47) 
Between  Hanford  and  Bakersfield  over 
State  Highway  43;  (48)  Between  junc¬ 
tion  with  Interstate  5  and  junction  with 
State  Highway  65  north  of  Exeter  over 
State  Highway  198;  (49)  Between  Oak¬ 
land  and  San  Jose  via  California  State 
Route  17  and  U.S.  Highway  101  and  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  280:  (50)  Between 

Rodeo  and  Concord  via  California  State 
Route  4:  (51)  Between  Novato  and  Sali¬ 
nas  via  U.S.  Highway  101:  (52)  Between 
junction  of  State  Highway  No.  4  near 
Pacheco  and  junction  State  Highway  No. 
17  near  Warm  Springs  via  U.S.  Highway 
21:  (53)  Between  Milpitas  and  Saratoga 
over  State  Highways  237  and  85:  (54) 
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Between  Oakland  and  Santa  Cruz  via 
State  Highway  No.  17;  (55)  Between 
Salinas  and  Monterey  via  State  Highway 
68;  (56)  Betw'een  Santa  Cruz  and  Mon¬ 
terey  via  State  Highway  No.  1;  (57)  Be¬ 
tween  Vallejo  and  Napa  via  State  High¬ 
way  29;  and  (58)  Between  junction  U.S. 
Highw'ay  No.  101  near  Ignacio  and  Val¬ 
lejo  via  State  Highways  37  and  48. 
Through  routes  and  rates  may  be  estab¬ 
lished  between  any  and  all  points  speci¬ 
fied  above.  For  operating  convenience 
carrier  may  make  use  of  any  street, 
road,  highways,  ferry,  or  bridge  neces¬ 
sary  or  convenient  for  the  purpose  of 
performing  the  service  authorized  above. 
No  service  is  to  be  performed  locally 
betw’een  points  in  the  Los  Angeles  Basin 
Territory. 

(C)  Carrier  shall  not  transport  any 
shipment  of:  (1)  Used  household  goods 
and  personal  effects  not  packed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  crated  property  re¬ 
quirements;  (2)  Automobiles,  trucks  and 
buses  viz:  new'  and  used,  finished  or  un¬ 
finished  passenger  automobiles  (includ¬ 
ing  jeeps),  ambulance,  hearses  and 
taxis;  freight  automobile  chassis, 
trucks,  truck  chassis,  truck  trailer,  trucks 
and  trailers  combined,  buses  and  bus 
chassis;  (3)  Livestock,  viz:  bucks,  bulls, 
calves,  cattle,  cows,  dairy  cattle,  ewes, 
goats,  hogs,  horses,  kids,  lambs,  oxen, 
pigs,  sheep,  sheep  camp  outfits,  sows, 
steers,  stags  or  swine;  (4)  Commodities 
requiring  the  use  of  special  refrigera¬ 
tion  or  temjjerature  control  in  specially 
designed  and  constructed  refrigerated 
equipment;  (5)  Liquids,  compressed 
gases,  commodities  in  semi-plastic  form 
and  comm(xiities  in  susp>ension  in  liquids, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  trucks,  tank  trailers,  tank 
semi-trailers  or  a  combination  of  such 
highway  vehicles;  (6)  Commodities 
transported  in  bulk  in  diunp  trucks  or  in 
hopper-type  trucks;  (7)  Commodities 
when  transix)rted  in  motor  vehicles 
equipped  for  mechanical  mixing  in  tran¬ 
sit;  and  (8)  Logs. 


Note.— LOS  ANGELES  BASIN  TERRI¬ 
TORY:  Lo6  Angeles  Basin  Territory  includes 
that  area  embraced  by  the  following  boimd- 
ary;  Beginning  at  the  point  the  Ventura 
County-Los  Angeles  County  boundary  line 
Intersects  the  Pacific  Ocean;  thence  north¬ 
easterly  along  said  county  line  to  the  point 
it  intersects  California  Highway  1 18,  approxi¬ 
mately  2  miles  west  of  Chatsworth;  easterly 
along  California  Highw'ay  118  to  Sepulveda 
Boulevard;  northerly  along  Sepulveda  Boule¬ 
vard  to  Chatsworth  Drive;  northeasterly 
along  Chatsworth  Drive  to  the  corporate 
boundary  of  the  City  of  San  Fernando;  west¬ 
erly  and  northerly  along  said  corporate 
boundary  to  McClay  Avenue;  northeasterly 
along  McClay  Avenue  and  its  prolongation  to 
the  Angeles  National  Forest  boundary;  south¬ 
easterly  and  easterly  along  the  Angeles  Na¬ 
tional  Forest  and  San  Bernardino  National 
Forest  boundary  to  the  county  road  known 
as  Mill  Creek  Road;  westerly  along  Mill 
Creek  Road  to  the  county  road  3.8  miles 
north  of  Yucaipa;  southerly  along  the 
said  county  road  to  and  including  the 
unincorporated  community  of  Yucaipa; 
westerly  along  Redlands  Boulevard  to  U.S. 
Highway  99,  northwesterly  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  99  to  the  corporate  boundary  of  the  City 
of  Redlands;  westerly  and  northerly  along 
said  corporate  boundary  to  Brookslde  Ave¬ 
nue;  westerly  along  Brookslde  Avenue  to 
Barton  Avenue;  westerly  along  Barton  Ave¬ 
nue  and  its  prolongation  to  Palm  Avenue; 
westerly  along  Palm  Avenue  to  La  Cadena 
Drive;  southwesterly  along  La  Cadena  Drive 
to  Iowa  Avenue;  southerly  along  Iowa  Ave¬ 
nue  to  UB.  Highway  60. 

Southwesterly  along  U.S.  Highways  60  and 
395  to  the  county  road  approximately  1  mile 
North  of  Perris;  easterly  along  said  county 
road  via  Neuvo  and  Lakeview  to  the  corpo¬ 
rate  boundary  of  the  City  of  San  Jacinto; 
easterly,  southerly,  and  westerly  along  said 
corporate  boundary  to  San  Jacinto  Avenue; 
southerly  along  San  Jacinto  Avenue  to  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  74.  westerly  along  California 
Highway  74  to  the  corporate  boundary  of  the 
City  of  Hemet;  southerly,  westerly,  and  north¬ 
erly  along  said  corporate  boundary,  to  the 
right-of-way  of  the  Atchison,  Topeka  & 
Santa  Fe  Railway  C?ompany;  southwesterly 
along  said  right-of-way  to  Washington  Ave¬ 
nue;  southerly  along  Washington  Avenue 
through  and  including  the  unincorporated 
community  of  Winchester  to  Benton  Road; 
westerly  along  Benton  Road  to  the  County 


road  intersecting  U.S.  Highway  395,  2.1  miles 
north  of  the  unincorporated  community  of 
Temecula;  southerly  along  said  cotmty  road 
to  U.S.  Highway  395;  southeasterly  along 
U.S.  Highway  395  to  the  Riverside  County- 
San  Diego  County  boundary  line;  westerly 
along  said  boundary  line  to  the  Orange 
County-San  Diego  County  boundary  line; 
southerly  along  said  boundary  line  to  the 
Pacific  Ocean;  northwesterly  along  the  shore 
line  of  the  Pacific  Ocean  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 

HEARING. — Date,  time  and  place  not 
shown.  Requests  for  procedural  informa¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed  to  the  California 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  State  Build¬ 
ing,  Civic  Center,  455  Golden  Gate  Ave¬ 
nue,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102,  and 
should  not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.73-18921  Filed  9-5-73;8:45  am] 


MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

Extension  of  Time  for  Filing  Requests  To 
Participate 

In  the  matter  of  MC-C-8133  filed  Au¬ 
gust  3,  1973,  and  published  August  22, 
1973,  special  notice  to  indicate  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  for  filing  requests  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  a  petition  for  relief  from  the 
provisions  of  49  CFR  1090.5(a)  to  permit 
participation  in  joint  intermodal  TOFC 
service. 

Any  interested  person  or  persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  participate  in  this  prixieeding  as 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  August  22,  1973,  should  file  an  original 
and  six  copies  of  his  or  their  representa¬ 
tions,  views  or  arguments  in  support  of 
or  against  the  petition  by  October  5, 
1973. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.73-18923  Plied  9-5-73;8:45  amj 
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